AUTHENTICATED 
US. GOVERNMENT 
INFORMATION ^ 


INVESTIGATION INTO ABDUCTIONS OF AMERICAN 
CHILDREN TO SAUDI ARABIA 


HEARINGS 

BEFORE THE 

COMMITTEE ON 
GOA^RNMENT REFORM 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATRH]S 

ONE HUNDRED SEVENTH CONGRESS 

SECOND SESSION 

JUNE 12; OCTOBER 2 AND 3; AND DECEMBER 4 AND 11, 2002 

Serial No. 107-83 


Printed for the use of the Committee on Government Reform 



Available via the World Wide Web: http://www.gpo.gov/congress/house 
http://www.house.gov/reform 


U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
80-882 PDF WASHINGTON : 2003 


For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office 
Internet: bookstore.gpo.gov Phone: toll free (866) 512-1800; DC area (202) 512-1800 
Fax: (202) 512-2250 Mail: Stop SSOP, Washington, DC 20402-0001 


COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM 


DAN BURTON, Indiana, Chairman 

HENRY A. WAXMAN, California 
TOM LANTOS, California 


BENJAMIN A. GILMAN, New York 

CONSTANCE A. MORELLA, Maryland 

CHRISTOPHER SHAYS, Connecticut 

ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, Florida 

JOHN M. McHUGH, New York 

STEPHEN HORN, California 

JOHN L. MICA, Florida 

THOMAS M. DAVIS, Virginia 

MARK E. SOUDER, Indiana 

STEVEN C. LaTOURETTE, Ohio 

BOB BARR, Georgia 

DAN MILLER, Florida 

DOUG OSE, California 

RON LEWIS, Kentucky 

JO ANN DAVIS, Virginia 

TODD RUSSELL PLATTS, Pennsylvania 

DAVE WELDON, Florida 

CHRIS CANNON, Utah 

ADAM H. PUTNAM, Florida 

C.L. “BUTCH” OTTER, Idaho 

EDWARD L. SCHROCK, Virginia 

JOHN J. DUNCAN, Tennessee 

JOHN SULLIVAN, Oklahoma 


MAJOR R. OWENS, New York 
EDOLPHUS TOWNS, New York 
PAUL E. KANJORSKI, Pennsylvania 
PATSY T. MINK, Hawaii 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY, New York 
ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON, Washington, 
DC 

ELIJAH E. CUMMINGS, Maryland 
DENNIS J. KUCINICH, Ohio 
ROD R. BLAGOJEVICH, Illinois 
DANNY K. DAVIS, Illinois 
JOHN F. TIERNEY, Massachusetts 
JIM TURNER, Texas 
THOMAS H. ALLEN, Maine 
JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY, Illinois 
WM. LACY CLAY, Missouri 
DIAN E. WATSON, California 
STEPHEN F. LYNCH, Massachusetts 


BERNARD SANDERS, Vermont 
(Independent) 


Kevin Binger, Staff Director 
Daniel R. Moll, Deputy Staff Director 
James C. Wilson, Chief Counsel 
David A. Kass, Deputy Chief Counsel 
Robert A. Briggs, Chief Clerk 
Phil Schiliro, Minority Staff Director 


(H) 



CONTENTS 


Page 

Hearing held on: 

June 12, 2002 1 

October 2, 2002 389 

October 3, 2002 709 

December 4, 2002 1249 

December 11, 2002 1473 

Statement of: 

Horan, Hume, former U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia (1987-88); Dan- 
iel Pipes, director. Middle East Form; Doug Bandow, senior fellow, 

Cato Institute; Dianne Andruch, Deputy Assistant Secretary for Over- 
seas Citizen Services, Department of State; and Ryan Crocker, Deputy 

Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern Affairs, Department of State 141 

Mabus, Raymond, former U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia; Ryan Crock- 
er, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State, Bureau of Near Eastern Af- 
fairs; and Dianne Andruch, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State, Bu- 
reau of Consular Affairs 775 

McClain, Margaret, mother of Heidi Al-Omary; Patricia Roush, mother 
of Aba and Aisha Gheshayan; Michael Petruzzello, Qorvis Communica- 
tions; Jack Deschauer, Patton Boggs LLP; James P. Gallagher, the 
Gallagher Group; Mort Rosenberg, Congressional Research Service; and 

Maureen Mahoney, Latham & Watkins 1495 

Petruzzello, Michael, managing partner, Qorvis Communications, public 
relations firm for the Government of Saudi Arabia; Michael Rives, 
father of Lilly and Sami Rives; Maureen Dabbagh, mother of Nadia 
Dabbagh; Margaret McClain, mother of Heidi Al-Omary; and Joanna 
Stephenson Tonetti, mother of Rosemary, Sarah, and Abdulaziz Al- 

Arifi 719 

Roush, Pat, mother of Alia and Aisha Gheshayan 816 

Roush, Patricia, mother of Alia and Aisha Gheshayan; Dria Davis, accom- 
panied by her mother, Miriam Hernandez-Davis; and Ethel Stowers, 
mother of Monica Stowers, and grandmother of Rasheed and Amjad 

Radwan 41 

Roush, Patricia, mother of Aha and Aisha Gheshayan; Margaret McClain, 
mother of Heidi Al-Omary; Michael Petruzzello, Qorvis Communica- 
tions; Jack Deschauer, Patton Boggs LLP; Jamie Gallagher, the Galla- 
gher Group; and Eileen Denza, visiting professor of law. University 

College London 1285 

Seramur, Samiah, accompanied by her daughter, Maha Al-Rehaili; and 

Debra Docekal, accompanied by her son. Ramie Basrawi 412 

Tonetti, Joanna Stephenson, mother of Rosemary, Sarah, and Abdulaziz 
Al-Arifi; Margaret McClain, mother of Heide Al-Omary; Maureen 
Dabbagh, mother of Nadia Dabbagh; and Michael Rives, father of Lilly 

and Sami Rives 427 

Letters, statements, etc., submitted for the record by: 

Bandow, Doug, senior fellow, Cato Institute, prepared statement of 157 

Burton, Hon. Dan, a Representative in Congress from the State of Indi- 
ana: 

Exhibit 11 1588 

Exhibit 12 121 

Exhibit 18 1593 

Exhibit 23 126 

Exhibit 25 1581 

Exhibit 27 1599 

Letter dated December 10, 2002 1612 


(III) 



IV 


Page 


Letters, statements, etc., submitted for the record by — Continued 

Burton, Hon. Dan, a Representative in Congress from the State of Indi- 
ana — Continued 

Prepared statements of 6, 397, 714, 1258, 1480 

Clay, Hon. Wm. Lacy, a Representative in Congress from the State of 

Missouri, prepared statement of 30 

Crocker, Ryan, Deputy Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern Affairs, 

Department of State, prepared statements of. 166, 779 

Cummings, Hon. Elijah E., a Representative in Congress from the State 

of Maryland, prepared statements of 22, 409, 1666 

Dabbagh, Maureen, mother of Nadia Dabbagh, prepared statement of 475 

Davis, Dria: 

Phone call transcript Ill 

Prepared statement of 113 

Deschauer, Jack, Patton Boggs LLP; James P. Gallagher, the Gallagher 

Group, prepared statements of 1508, 1516 

Hernandez-Davis, Miriam, mother of Dria Davis, prepared statement 

of 104 

Lincoln, Hon. Blanche, a Senator in Congress from the State of Arkansas, 

prepared statement of 

Mahoney, Maureen, Latham & Watkins, prepared statement of 

Maloney, Hon. Carolyn B., a Representative in Congress from the State 
of New York: 

Article dated March 15, 2002 

Article dated December 4, 2002 

Prepared statement of 

McClain, Margaret, mother of Heide Al-Omary: 

Exhibits 


Prepared statements of 442, 1318, 1498 

Morelia, Hon. Constance A., a Representative in Congress from the State 

of Maryland, prepared statement of 39 

Ose, Hon. Doug, a Representative in Congress from the State of Califor- 
nia: 

Exhibit 18 129 

Exhibit 21 132 

Prepared statement of 20 

Pipes, Daniel, director. Middle East Form, prepared statement of 146 

Petruzzello, Michael, managing partner, Qorvis Communications, public 
relations firm for the Government of Saudi Arabia, prepared statement 

of 721 

Rives, Michael, father of Lilly and Sami Rives, prepared statement of 466 

Rosenberg, Mort, Congressional Research Service, prepared statement 

of 1521 

Roush, Patricia, mother of Aha and Aisha Gheshayan, prepared state- 
ments of 48, 1295 

Schrock, Hon. Edward L., a Representative in Congress from the State 

of Virginia, Wall Street Journal article dated December 21, 2001 25 

Seramur, Samiah: 

Exhibits 1016 

Prepared statement of 414 

Shays, Hon. Christopher, a Representative in Congress from the State 

of Connecticut, exhibit 4 197 

Stowers, Ethel, mother of Monica Stowers, and grandmother of Rasheed 

and Amjad Radwan, prepared statement of 86 

Tonetti, Joanna Stephenson, mother of Rosemary, Sarah, and Abdulaziz 

Al-Arifi, prepared statement of 430 

Towns, Hon. Edolphus, a Representative in Congress from the State 

of New York, prepared statement of 205 

Watson, Hon. Diane E., a Representative in Congress from the State 

of California, prepared statement of 404 

Waxman, Hon. Henry A., a Representative in Congress from the State 
of California, prepared statement of 14 


1266 

1548 


36 

1274 

1277 


822 



SHOULD THE UNITED STATES DO MORE TO 
HELP U.S. CITIZENS HELD AGAINST THEIR 
WILL IN SAUDI ARABIA? 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 12, 2002 

House of Representatives, 
Committee on Government Reform, 

Washington, DC. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:06 a.m., in room 
2154, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Dan Burton (chairman 
of the committee) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Burton, Gilman, Morelia, Shays, Mr. 
Davis of Virginia, Ose, Mrs. Jo Ann Davis of Virginia, Weldon, 
Schrock, Duncan, Sullivan, Waxman, Maloney, Norton, Cummings, 
Tierney, Schakowsky, and Clay. 

Staff present: Kevin Binger, staff director; James C. Wilson, chief 
counsel; David A. Kass, deputy chief counsel; S. Elizabeth Clay and 
Caroline Katzin, professional staff members; Allyson Blandford, 
staff assistant; Robert A. Briggs, chief clerk; Robin Butler, office 
manager; Elizabeth Crane, deputy communications director; Josh- 
ua E. Gillespie, deputy chief clerk; Nicholis Mutton, assistant to 
chief counsel; Leneal Scott, computer systems manager; Corinne 
Zaccagnini, systems administrator; David Rapallo, minority coun- 
sel; Ellen Rayner, minority chief clerk; and Jean Gosa and Earley 
Green, minority assistant clerks. 

Mr. Burton. If everybody will take their seats. Good morning. A 
quorum being present, the Committee on Government Reform will 
come to order. I ask unanimous consent that all Members and wit- 
nesses written and opening statements be included in the record. 
Without objection, so ordered. I ask unanimous consent to include 
in the record a letter to the committee from former Ambassador 
Raymond Mabus, and without objection, so ordered. 

I ask unanimous consent that all the written questions submit- 
ted to witnesses and answers provided by witnesses after the con- 
clusion of this hearing be included in the record. Without objection 
so ordered. I ask unanimous consent that a set of exhibits relating 
to this hearing, which have been shared with the minority staff 
prior to the hearing be included in the record and without objection 
so ordered. 

Mr. Waxman. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Waxman. May I just make a request. There are some exhib- 
its that have been furnished to us and we don’t think we’re going 
to have any objection to making it a part of the record, but we 

( 1 ) 



2 


would like to have a chance to review them because we haven’t had 
a chance at the staff level. So if you can just withhold those re- 
quests until the end of this hearing, we’ll get an answer to you. 

Mr. Burton. OK. That is fine. I ask unanimous consent that all 
articles, exhibits and extraneous or tabular material referred to be 
included in the record, and without objection, so ordered. 

What is happening in the Middle East right now is critically im- 
portant. We have strategic interests. We have economic interests, 
and we have military interests. So it is imperative that we win the 
war on terrorism, and to do that, we have to have strong allies in 
that region. We need access to airfields and military bases there. 
It is also imperative that we preserve the flow of oil from the Mid- 
dle East. We get about 55, 56 percent of our oil from that area. Our 
economy depends on that stable supply of oil and that can’t be ig- 
nored. Our commitment to Israel’s security is another important 
strategic interest. It’s a commitment that we must keep. Managing 
our relationships in the Middle East is one of the most difficult 
challenges faced by every administration. It has been a problem for 
every President and every Secretary of State since World War II. 

With all of these massive strategic interests hanging in the bal- 
ance, it is no wonder that sometimes the problems of average ev- 
eryday people get swept aside. Humphrey Bogart once said, and I 
usually don’t quote movies in this hearing, but this is one of my 
favorite movies, Casa Blanca. Humphrey Bogart once said, “the 
problems of two little people don’t amount to a hill of beans in this 
world.” Great statement. 

Sometimes that is just the way it is, and there is nothing you can 
do about it, but there are also times when we have to set aside all 
of those big global issues and do the right thing by the people we’re 
elected to serve. There are times when someone has to say, time 
out. Let us stop and take a good hard look at what we’re doing. 
And that is the purpose of this hearing. We need to take a time- 
out and take a hard look, a good hard look at our relationship with 
Saudi Arabia. The specific problem that I’m talking about is that 
Saudi men who kidnap their American children and take them 
away to Saudi Arabia must be taken to task. 

We’ve seen cases where three men have violated court orders, 
taken their children away against their will and kept them away 
from their mothers for years, if not decades. Despite the fact that 
arrest warrants have been issued for some kidnaps, the Saudi Gov- 
ernment has refused to lift a finger to help us solve these cases. 
In fact, the Saudi Government has created a safe haven for these 
child abductors in a country where women and children are treated 
like property. Maybe the saddest thing of all is that our govern- 
ment, our State Department, has done very little to help bring 
these children home. And one of the cases we’re going to talk about 
today, a mother went to the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh. 

After her two children, she was trying to rescue them from their 
abusive father. And the Embassy kicked them out and after she 
was kicked out, she was arrested and put into prison in Saudi Ara- 
bia. I don’t understand that. 

One of the reasons I decided to hold this hearing is that I was 
so appalled at the lack of effort we’ve made to take the Saudis to 
task for letting these things happen. We have a lot at stake with 
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Saudi Arabia. We need their cooperation. But at what price? If 
we’re not willing to stand up and fight for American citizens whose 
children have been kidnapped, then what kind of priorities do we 
have? 

Today we’re going to hear the stories of three mothers who had 
their children snatched away from them. Three things stand out in 
each of these stories: One, the brutal treatment of women in Saudi 
Arabia; two, the incredible courage of these women who did every- 
thing they could to rescue their children; and three, the total lack 
of effort by our State Department to challenge the Saudi Govern- 
ment. 

These stories are also powerful, that I’d like to talk about each 
one of them in detail. But I’m not going to do that, because I can’t 
tell their stories nearly as well as they can. But I do want to men- 
tion a few key facts. Pat Roush has been living this nightmare for 
16 years. In those 16 years, she has seen her two daughters one 
time for 2 hours. Her ex-husband came to the United States in 
1986, kidnapped their two young daughters in violation of a court 
custody order and took them to Saudi Arabia. An arrest warrant 
was issued here in the United States, but the Saudi Government 
did absolutely nothing. 

The year before that when Pat went to Saudi Arabia to try to 
salvage their marriage, her husband beat her so badly that two of 
her ribs were broken, and the Saudi police didn’t do anything then 
either. 

Over the last 16 years, U.S. Ambassadors have come and gone 
in Riyadh. Some have tried to help and some have not, but it is 
clear that the Saudis were never told by senior officials that this 
was a problem that was going to affect the relationship between 
our two countries. In 1986, the U.S. Ambassador was told by his 
boss that he had to maintain impartiality in the Roush case. Why? 
Pat Roush’s husband broke the law. An arrest warrant was issued. 
Why should we maintain impartiality? To me that attitude goes 
right to the heart of this problem. 

Ambassador Mabus deserves special credit in this case. In 1996 
he started a new policy. No one from this man’s family was allowed 
to get a visa to come to the United States. This was a big influen- 
tial family. When they couldn’t get visas to come to the United 
States, it caused a big problem for them. 

Unfortunately, after a year. Ambassador Mabus returned to the 
United States and his policy was discontinued. If this policy had 
been kept in place, it might very well have put the pressure on 
them to return these children to their mother. I’m very dis- 
appointed that didn’t happen. We were told just this week that 
Pat’s youngest daughter, Aisha, who is now 19, was recently forced 
into a marriage with a Saudi man. Pat’s older daughter. Alia, was 
forced to marry one of her cousins a year ago. 

Now, let me say a few words about Monica Stowers. In 1985 she 
went to Saudi Arabia with her husband and two young children. 
When she arrived, she realized for the first time that her husband 
had a second wife and another child. She didn’t know about that. 
Their marriage fell apart after 6 months. Her husband divorced her 
and had her deported without her children. 
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In 1990, Monica heard that her ex-hushand was abusing her chil- 
dren. She went back to Saudi Arabia. She took her children and 
went to the U.S. Embassy to ask for help. Did they put her on the 
next plane to America? No. At the end of the day, they told Monica 
that she had to leave the Embassy. She pleaded with them not to 
kick her out. She told them that she would be arrested for over- 
staying her visa, but the consul general had the marine guards 
carry them out. Sure enough, she was arrested and put in jail and 
her children were taken from her once again. 

Can you imagine that, an American citizen is in a crisis, a moth- 
er and her young children, and the Embassy staff tell their Ma- 
rines to drag them out of the Embassy so they can be arrested? 
That actually happened. Monica is not here today. Eor most of the 
last 12 years, she has stayed in Saudi Arabia to protect her chil- 
dren. She can leave any time she wants, but her husband refuses 
to allow their daughter to go. Her ex-husband tried to force her 
daughter into a marriage when she was only 12 years old, and 
Monica will not abandon her. While Monica can’t be here to testify, 
her mother Ethel Stowers is here to speak on her behalf and we’re 
very glad to have her here. 

The third story we’re going to hear about today is about Miriam 
Hernandez-Davis and her daughter, Dria. They’re both here to tes- 
tify today. The reason they can both be here today is not because 
anybody in the U.S. Government came to their rescue. The reason 
that Miriam’s daughter is here today is that Miriam was able to 
scrape together $180,000 to pay two men to smuggle Dria out of 
Saudi Arabia. 

Even though Miriam’s husband kidnapped her daughter in 1997 
and even though the EBI issued an international warrant for his 
arrest, she got almost no help from the State Department or our 
Embassy. 

The courage of these women, Pat Roush, Monica Stowers and 
Miriam Hernandez, and their kids, is just incredible to me. You’ve 
all endured terrible pain as a result of what has happened, and it 
is a real honor to have all of you here today. 

These are not isolated incidents. These are three examples of a 
much bigger problem. The State Department has a list of 46 recent 
cases involving as many as 92 U.S. citizens who have been held 
against their will in Saudi Arabia. The route cause of this problem 
is the Saudi Government. They have refused to respect U.S. law 
and U.S. arrest warrants. The law in Saudi Arabia lets Saudi men 
keep American women and children in Saudi Arabia even when 
they are in violation of court orders, even when arrest warrants 
have been issued and even when they have abused their wives and 
their children, and that is just wrong. 

We can’t let this go on. Our relationship with Saudi Arabia is im- 
portant, but this just can’t be allowed to continue. The only way 
we’re going to resolve this problem and get these kids home again 
is by elevating this issue, letting the American people and people 
throughout the world know about it. This has to be raised with the 
Saudis at the highest levels. The Saudis have to be made to under- 
stand that if they let this go on, their relationship with us is going 
to suffer, and I don’t think that has happened yet. 
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I am preparing a letter to the President, and I’m going to ask all 
of my colleagues on the committee to sign it. We’re going to ask the 
President to raise this issue with Crown Prince Abdullah to try to 
get it resolved. 

Just a couple months ago, President Bush raised the case of Lori 
Berenson with the President of Peru. Lori Berenson was twice con- 
victed of terrorist activities in that country. Surely the Roush fam- 
ily and the Stowers family deserve at least as much. We in Con- 
gress have to do our part as well. We’ve got to continue to hold 
hearings like this and write letters and do whatever we can to keep 
the pressure on. 

My colleague, Mr. Lantos, who I’m sure will be here in a few mo- 
ments, held hearings and had Pat Roush testify way back in 1987, 
15 years ago. He deserves a lot of credit for constantly pushing 
human rights issues, and we all need to keep doing it. I want to 
thank Pat Roush and Ethel Stowers and Miriam and Dria Hernan- 
dez for being here today, and I want to tell you how much I really 
admire you and your tenacity. 

I also want to thank our witnesses on the second panel, Diane 
Andruch and Ryan Crocker from the State Department; former 
U.S. Ambassador Hume Horan; Daniel Pipes from the Middle East 
Form; and Doug Bandow from the Cato Institute. We look forward 
to hearing from all of you as well. 

One final issue. More than 2 months ago, I wrote the State De- 
partment and requested documents on these three cases. Getting 
those documents has been very difficult and painfully slow. There 
is a stack of documents several feet high that are still in the Em- 
bassy in Riyadh. They haven’t even been sent to Washington yet. 
We received some documents from the State Department here in 
Washington, but they still have documents here that haven’t been 
provided to us. And these documents that we have received have 
redactions. They crossed things out that simply aren’t acceptable. 
We need that information. I think the legislative affairs office at 
the State Department has been trying hard to get these documents, 
and I appreciate that, but the bureaucracy at the State Depart- 
ment is so bad that 2 months have gone by and we only have a 
small fraction of the documents in these cases. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Dan Burton follows:] 
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Opening Statement 
Chairman Dan Burton 
Committee on Government Reform 
“Should the United States Do More to Help U.S. Citizens 
Held Against Their Will in Saudi Arabia?” 

June 12, 2002 


What’s happening in the Middle East right now is critically important. We have 
strategic interests. We have economic interests. We have military interests. 

It’s imperative that we win the war on terrorism. To do that, we have to have 
strong allies in that region. We need access to air fields and military bases there. 

It’s also imperative that we preserve the flow of oil from the Middle East. Our 
economy depends on a stable supply of oil. That can’t be ignored. 

Our commitment to Israel’s security is another important strategic interest. It’s a 
commitment that we have to keep. 

Managing our relationships in the Middle East is one of the most difficult 
challenges faced by every administration. It’s been a problem for every President and 
every Secretary of State since World War II. With all of these massive strategic interests 
hanging in the balance, it’s no wonder that sometimes the problems of average, everyday 
people get swept aside. Humphrey Bogart once said, “The problems of two little people 
don’t amount to a hill of beans in this world.” Sometimes that’s just the way it is, and 
there’s nothing you can do about it. 

But there are also times when we have to set aside all of those big, global issues 
and do the right thing by the people we’re elected to serve. There are times when 
someone has to say, “Time Out - let’s stop and take a good hard look at what we’re 
doing.” 


That’s the puipose of this hearing. We need to take a time out and take a good 
hard look at our relationship with Saudi Arabia. 


1 
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The specific problem that I’m talking about is Saudi men who kidnap their 
American children and take them away to Saudi Arabia. We’ve seen cases where these 
men have violated court orders, taken their children away against their will, and kept 
them away from their mothers for years, if not decades. Despite the fact that arrest 
warrants have been issued for some kidnappings, the Saudi government has refused to lift 
a finger to resolve these cases. In fact, the Saudi government has created a safe haven for 
these child abductors in a coimtiy where women and children are treated like property. 

Maybe the saddest thing of all is that our government - our State Department - 
has done very little to help bring these children home. In one of the cases we’re going to 
talk about today, a mother went to the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh with her two children — 
she was trying to rescue them from their abusive father — and the Embassy kicked them 
out. After she was kicked out, she was arrested and put in prison. I don’t understand 
that. 


One of the reasons I decided to hold this hearing is that I was so appalled at the 
lack of effort we’ve made to take the Saudis to task for letting these things happen. We 
have a lot at stake with Saudi Arabia. We need their cooperation. But at what price? If 
we’re not willing to stand up and fight for American citizens whose children have been 
kidnapped, what kind of priorities do we have? 

Today, we’re going to hear the stories of three mothers who had their children 
snatched away from them. Tliree things stand out in each of these stories - the brutal 
treatment of women in Saudi Arabia, the incredible courage of these women who did 
everything they could to rescue their children, and the total lack of effort by our State 
Department to challenge the Saudi government. 

These stories are all so powerful that I’d like to talk about each one of them in 
detail. I’m not going to do that because I can’t tell their stories nearly as well as they can. 
But I do want to mention a few key facts. 

Pat Roush has been living this nightmare for 16 years. In those 16 years, she has 
seen her two daughters once - for two hours. Her ex-husband came to the United States 
in 1986, kidnapped their two young daughters, in violation of a court’s custody order, and 
took them to Saudi Arabia. An arrest warrant was issued here in the U.S., but the Saudi 
government did nothing. The year before that, when Pat went to Saudi Arabia to try to 
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salvage their marriage, her husband beat her so badly that two of her ribs were broken. 
The Saudi police didn’t do anything then either. 

Over the last 16 years, U.S. Ambassadors have come and gone in Riyadh. Some 
have tried to help. Some have not. But it’s clear that the Saudis were never told by 
senior officials that this was a problem that was going to affect the relationship between 
our two countries. 

In 1986, the U.S. Ambassador was told by his boss that he had to “maintain 
impartiality” in the Roush case. Why? Pat Roush’s husband broke tlie law. An arrest 
warrant was issued. Why should we maintain impartiality? To me, that attitude goes 
right to the heart of the problem. 

Ambassador Ray Mabus deserves special credit in this case. In 1996, he started a 
new policy — no one from tliis man’s family was allowed to get a %dsa to come to the 
United States, This was a big, influential family. When they couldn’t get visas to come 
to our country, it caused a big problem for them. Unfortunately, after a year. 

Ambassador Mabus returned to the United States, and his policy was discontinued. If 
this policy had been kept in place, it might very well have put the pressure on them to 
return these children. I’m very disappointed that didn’t happen. 

We were just told this week that Pat’s youngest daughter, Aisha, who is now 19, 
was recently forced into a mamage with a Saudi man. Pat’s older daughter, Alia, was 
forced to marry one of her cousins a year ago. 

Now let me say a few words about Monica Stowers. In 1985, she went to Saudi 
Arabia witli her husband and two young children. When she arrived, she realized for the 
first time that her husband had a second wife and another child. Their marriage fell apart 
after six months. Her husband divorced her and had her deported without her children. 

In 1990, Monica heard that her ex-husband was abusing her children. She went 
back to Saudi Arabia. She took her children, and went to the U.S, Embassy to ask for 
help. Did they put her on the next plane for America? No. At the end of the day, they 
told Monica that she had to leave the Embassy. She pleaded with them not to kick her 
out. She told them that she would be arrested for overstaying her visa. But the consul 
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general had the Marine guards carry them out. Sure enough, she was arrested and put in 
jail, and her children were taken from her. 

Can you imagine that - an American citizen is in a crisis - a mother and her 
young children — and the Embassy staff tell the Marines to drag them out of the Embassy 
so they can be arrested? 

Monica is not here today. For most of the last twelve years, she has stayed in 
Saudi Arabia to protect her children. She can leave any time she wants, but her husband 
refuses to allow their daughter to go. Her ex-husband tried to force her daughter into a 
marriage when she was only twelve years old, and Monica won’t abandon her. While 
Monica can’t be here today to testify, her mother Ethel Stowers is here to speak on her 
behalf, and we’re very glad to have her here. 

The third story we’re going to hear today is about Miriam Hemandez-Davis and 
her daughter Dria. They are both here to testify today. The reason they can both be here 
today is not because anybody in the United States government came to their rescue. The 
reason that Miriam’s daughter is here today is that Miriam was able to scrape together 
$180,000 to pay two men to smuggle Dria out of Saudi Arabia, Even though Miriam’s 
husband kidnapped their daughter in 1997, and even though the FBI issued an 
international warrant for his arrest, she got almost no help from our State Department or 
our Embassy. 

The courage of these women, Pat Roush and Monica Stowers and Miriam 
Hernandez, and their kids, is just incredible to me. You’ve all endured terrible pain as a 
result of what’s happened, and it’s a real honor to have each of you here today. 

These are not isolated incidents. These are three examples of a bigger problem. 
The State Department has a list of 46 recent cases involving as many as 92 U.S. citizens 
who have been held against their will in Saudi Arabia. The root cause of this problem is 
the Saudi government. They have refused to respect U.S. law and U.S. arrest warrants. 
The law in Saudi Arabia lets Saudi men keep American women and children in Saudi 
Arabia, even when they’re in violation of court orders, even when arrest warrants have 
been issued, even when they’ve abused their wives and their children. That’s just wrong. 
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We can’t let this go on. Our relationship with Saudi Arabia is important, but this 
just can’t be allowed to continue. The only way we are going to resolve this problem and 
get these kids home again is by elevating this issue. This has to be raised with the Saudis 
at the highest levels. The Saudis have to be made to understand that if they let this go on, 
their relationship with us is going to suffer. I don’t think that’s happened yet. 

I’m preparing a letter to the President. I’m going to ask all of my colleagues on 
the Committee to sign it. We’re going to ask the President to raise this issue with Crown 
Prince Abdullah to try to get it resolved. Just a couple of months ago, President Bush 
raised the case of Lori Berenson with the President of Peru. Lori Berenson was twice 
convicted of terrorist activi-ties in that country. Surely the Roush family and the Stowers 
family deserve at least as much. 

We in Congress have to do our part as well. We’ve got to continue to hold 
hearings like this and write letters and do whatever we can to keep the pressure on. My 
colleague, Mr. Lantos held a hearing and had Pat Roush testify way back in 1987. He 
deserves a lot of credit for constantly pushing human rights issues, and we all need to 
keep doing it, 

I want to thank Pat Roush and Ethel Stowers and Miriam and Dria Hernandez for 
being here today. I can’t tell you how much 1 admire each of you. 

I also want to thank our witnesses on the second panel: 

Dianne Andruch and Ryan Crocker from the State Department; 

Former U.S. Ambassador Hume Horan; 

Daniel Pipes from the Middle East Forum; and 

Doug Bandow from the Cato Institute. 

We look forward to hearing from all of you as well. 
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One final issue: More than two months ago, I wrote to the State Department and 
requested documents on all three of these cases. Getting those documents has been 
painfully slow. There is a stack of documents several feet high that are still at the 
Embassy in Riyadh. They haven’t even been sent to Washington yet. We’ve received 
some documents from the State Department here in Washington, but they still have 
documents here that they haven’t provided to us. The documents we have received have 
redactions that aren’t acceptable. I think that the legislative affairs office at State has 
been trying hard to get us these documents, and I appreciate that. But the bureaucracy at 
the State Department is so bad that two months have gone by and we only have a small 
fraction of the documents. I’m going to issue a subpoena today to make sure that all of 
those documents are produced to us, without redactions. 

I now yield to Mr. Waxman for his opening statement. 
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Mr. Burton. I’m going to issue a subpoena today to make sure 
all of these documents are produced to us, and without redactions. 
And with that, Mr. Waxman, thanks for being patient and I yield 
to you. 

Mr. Waxman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for calling this hearing. 
I think it is an important one, and I want to commend you for 
bringing the witnesses before us today. The United States and 
Saudi Arabia have sharply different values. We are a pluralistic de- 
mocracy. They are a monarchy without elected representative, in- 
stitutions or political parties. We embrace religious freedom. They 
rule through religious police. Economically, diplomatically and so- 
cially, the Saudi Arabian Government has long promoted policies 
that challenge American beliefs and undermine the basic human 
rights of their own people. And as this hearing will show, even 
some of our people. 

In no area are these distinctions more important than in the 
treatment of women. Although women in Saudi Arabia make up 
half the population, they can’t vote. They can’t even drive cars. 
They are entirely excluded from certain professions and they are 
required to be shrouded in a black abaya when they appear in pub- 
lic. Saudi women cannot apply for identity cards, receive medical 
treatment or leave the country without permission from their near- 
est male relative. 

In many areas of the country, women cannot even leave their 
homes without being escorted by a male relative. The injustice of 
such discrimination is only exacerbated by the serious cases of 
abuse that it facilitates. 

Today, the committee will learn the devastating impact these 
misguided policies have had on American women who have been 
trapped in Saudi Arabia by fathers and husbands, who have used 
these laws to refuse their release. 

We will hear today from Alexandria Davis, who was kidnapped 
by her father when she was 11 years old and forced to live in Saudi 
Arabia for 2 years. We will hear from Pat Roush, who has been 
fighting for 16 years to get her daughters back after they were kid- 
napped by their father and taken to Saudi Arabia. We will also 
hear from Ethel Stowers, who will tell us about her daughter, 
Monica’s efforts, to get her children Rasheed and Amjad out of 
Saudi Arabia. Their stories are chilling, and their tragedy is com- 
pounded by the fact that there are dozens of other American fami- 
lies facing a similar situation. The U.S. Government must do more 
to intervene on behalf of its citizens. We must hold the Saudi Gov- 
ernment accountable for these irresponsible policies that are shield- 
ing kidnappers, abusive fathers and husbands from prosecution. 

Mr. Chairman, I know we’re going to hear from people who will 
say there are marital problems whenever you have marriages from 
parties from different nationalities. Well, most countries abide by 
international agreements that don’t let one parent or the other just 
simply kidnap the children. Saudi Arabia is not willing to abide by 
these international agreements and to enter into the treaties with 
us and other countries. We will hear that this is their own internal 
decisionmaking in Saudi Arabia, and it is not our business to tell 
them how to run their affairs. 
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Perhaps that is true, but the United States is fighting in Afghan- 
istan at the present time to — and we fought in part to bring down 
a regime that discriminated against women. In fact, First Lady 
Laura Bush commended the fact that in Afghanistan, women were 
not going to be oppressed any longer. Well, we need the First Lady 
and the American Government to stand up for the human right of 
women all over the world, and in Saudi Arabia, the problems we’re 
seeing with American citizens are compounded by the Saudi treat- 
ment of women as chattel, as property and not as human beings. 

I think we have to speak out for human rights for all people 
wherever they may be, but we certainly have to go to bat for our 
American citizens who are being treated in the most inhumane way 
when it comes to holding their families together. If we are pre- 
human rights, if we are profamily, the U.S. Government needs to 
do more and I thank you very much for holding this hearing. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Waxman. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Henry A. Waxman follows:] 
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Mr. Chairman, thank you for holding this hearing today. 

The United States and Saudi Arabia have sharply different values. We are a pluralistic 
democracy; they are a monarchy without elected representative institutions or political parties. 
We embrace religious freedom; they rule through religious police. Economically, 
diplomatically, and socially, the Saudi Arabian government has long promoted policies that 
challenge American beliefs and undermine the basic human rights of their own people. 

In no other area are these distinctions more appare.nt than the treatment of women. 
Although women in Saudi Arabia make up half the population, they cannot vote, they cannot 
drive cars, they are entirely excluded from certain professions, and they are required to be 
slirouded in a black abaya when they appear in public. 

Saudi women cannot apply for identity cards, receive medical treatment, or leave the 
country without permission from their nearest male relative. In many areas of the country 
women cannot even leave tlieir homes without being escorted by a male relative. 

Tlie injustice of such discrimination is only exacerbated by the serious cases of abuse 
that it facilitates. Today, the Committee will learn the devastating impact these misguided 
policies have had on American women who have been trapped in Saudi Arabia by fathers and 
husbands who have used these laws to refuse their release. 

We will hear today from Alexandria Davis, who was kidnaped by her father when she 
was eleven years old and forced to live in Saudi Arabia for two years. We will hear from Pat 
Roush, who has been fighting for sixteen years to get her daughters back after they were 
kidnaped by their father and taken to Saudi Arabia. We will also hear from Ethel Stowers, who 
will tell us about her daughter Monica’s efforts to get her children, Rasheed and Amjad, out of 
Saudi Arabia. 


-over- 
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Their stories are chilling, and their tragedy is compounded by the fact that there are 
dozens of other American families facing a similar situation. The United States government 
must do more to intervene on behalf of its citizens. We must hold the Saudi government 
accountable for these irresponsible policies that are shielding kidnapers, abusive fathers, and 
husbands from prosecution. 

I thank the witnesses fox coming today and I look forward to their testimony. 


- 2 - 
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Mr. Burton. Mr. Gilman. 

Mr. Gilman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I want to thank you for 
conducting this important hearing. In the aftermath of September 
11th, President Bush offered a potent challenge to world leaders 
that exhibited a dose of moral clarity that is too often absent from 
diplomatic discourse between our Nation and its foes and allies 
alike. And the President said, “you are either with us or against 
us.” 

The President’s statement represented a moment of truth not 
only for the leaders of the world, but for the future course of our 
foreign policy. While continuing to pursue our national interest in 
conjunction with our close allies, our Nation can no longer afford 
to ignore the often tremendous gulf between our values and those 
of our allies in the war on terrorism. It was also vividly illustrated 
in the hearing that I presided over in the Subcommittee on the 
Middle East and South Asia and our International Relations Com- 
mittee on June 22, entitled, “the Future of U.S. -Saudi Relations.” 
The U.S.-Saudi relationship has always been a complex one, 
grounded in common interests stemming from the geopolitical re- 
alities of the Persian Gulf region. However, if we’re to remain true 
to the words of our President, we must no longer avoid the conclu- 
sion that American and Saudi values are often at odds. It may be 
prudent to ask what it is about the values of the Saudi Govern- 
ment has imparted to their citizens that gives rise to support for 
the ideologies undergirding terrorism. To understand this phe- 
nomenon most accurately, it is essential to consider Saudi’s denial 
of political, of civil and religious rights to its own population. The 
lack of transparency in its justice system, and its poor human 
rights record. Not only do Saudis suffer at the hands of their own 
government, but so do American citizens in Saudi Arabia as well, 
and our government has done much too little to address this prob- 
lem until now. 

We’re here today to examine whether our Nation should do more 
to help our citizens who have been held against their will in Saudi 
Arabia. This hearing is particularly relevant to us today. If we shy 
away from addressing this issue directly with the Saudi authori- 
ties, as issue that centers around something as fundamental as the 
rights of American citizens, we’ll not be able to handle the even 
more difficult issues at the core of our war against terrorism, when 
American and Saudi interests come into conflict — as they undoubt- 
edly will. 

Our government must do much more to ensure the rights of our 
American citizens who happen to be in Saudi Arabia. We’ve con- 
sistently failed to hold these Saudi authorities accountable for their 
own laws which result in blatant infringements upon the rights of 
American nationals. As the testimony today will illustrate, Amer- 
ican citizens are being held against their will in Saudi Arabia, and 
often in violation of our laws against child abductions. Even if our 
legal standards are not recognized by the Saudi authorities, it is 
essential that our diplomatic engagement with Saudi Arabia reflect 
a genuine concern for the welfare of our citizens who happen to be 
held in Saudi Arabia. 

Why is it that until now our government has failed to apply suffi- 
cient diplomatic pressure on their Saudi counterparts to ensure the 
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release of our Americans? As Members of Congress, it should be 
our primary goal to defend the rights of American citizens whether 
they be in the United States or abroad, demanding an effective and 
unapologetic response to those Nations that seek to deny these 
rights. 

Mr. Chairman, may this hearing serve as a wakeup call to those 
who seek to downplay the harm to our citizens. May it highlight 
the results of our Nation’s failure, our unwillingness to address dif- 
ficulties in our U.S. -Saudi relationship. If, as the President said, 
states are either with us or against us in our war on terrorism, it 
is essential, too, that we hold to account even our allies for their 
divergence from the clear moral path that has been so clearly laid 
before us. Terrorism and the propagation of hatred must be con- 
demned at all levels, and basic human rights must be observed if 
our mission to rid the world of evil terrorist ideologies is to be true 
to its goals. Most importantly, we must be prepared to address all 
of the difficult issues in our relationships with the Saudis if we’re 
truly able to count Saudi Arabia as an ally in our war against ter- 
rorism, and to this end, our Nation must ensure that the rights of 
our citizens in Saudi are guaranteed. 

I look forward to hearing from the parents who are willing to 
come before our committee today and to examine their testimony, 
and then we look forward to hearing from the administration offi- 
cials with regard to their response. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Gilman. 

Ms. Schakowsky. 

Ms. Schakowsky. Mr. Chairman, I thank you so much for con- 
vening this hearing, and I thank these witnesses so much for their 
courage and their persistence in coming forward today. I want to 
say to you, I know this hearing is about you. We do want to hear 
from you, but it is important that all of us who are speaking now 
are supporting you and saying very publicly that we support your 
efforts and that we cried when this happened to you. So I also 
thank you for your patience in listening to our statements. 

Year after year, the U.S. Government has reported severe human 
rights abuse against women in Saudi Arabia, and some of these 
abuses have even been experienced by the U.S. citizens. The State 
Department’s country reports on human rights practices stated 
that in Saudi Arabia, “women of many nationalities were detained 
for actions such as riding in a taxi with a man who was not their 
relative, appearing with their heads uncovered in shopping malls 
and eating in restaurants with males who were not their relatives. 
Many such prisoners were held for days, sometimes weeks, without 
officials notifying their families or in case of foreigners, their Em- 
bassies.” I am a strong supporter of defending women’s rights in 
Afghanistan, and I’m proud to say that these rights are finally 
being recognized. The women there are currently involved in the 
decisionmaking process to help shape the new Government of Af- 
ghanistan, to make sure that women of Afghanistan will never 
again be treated like second-class citizens. If such change can hap- 
pen in a war-torn country like Afghanistan, it baffles me that 
Saudi Arabia refuses to reform its laws on women’s rights and join 
the rest of the world in the 21st century. 
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What has happened to Ms. Roush, Ms. Stowers, Ms. Davis and 
her mother is a tragedy. These women have been physically and 
emotionally battered and have had their children stolen by their 
husbands. I’m aware that under Saudi law, the husband has com- 
plete control over his wife and children, deciding on how they live, 
whom they see and even when they are allowed to leave the coun- 
try. We simply cannot ignore these violations against the basic 
rights of both Saudi and American women. 

The Saudi Government has been an ally of the United States for 
a number of years, but we must give the cases of these women and 
others the attention they deserve. I understand that according to 
the Department of State, we are very limited in what we can do 
to force the Saudi Government to allow these women to leave with 
their children. However, this is not an excuse to ignore the situa- 
tion and do everything we can. I’m eager to hear from the wit- 
nesses that are with us today, and I look forward to working to- 
ward a solution that will be in the best interest of the children and 
families involved in these and all similar cases. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Ms. Schakowsky. 

Mr. Ose. 

Mr. OSE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I don’t have a long state- 
ment. I want to welcome Ms. Roush to the witness table today. I 
came to this hearing today having read the testimony — I would like 
to find in the course of our hearing today the name, the person who 
told the Marines to take American citizens out of the American 
Embassy and place them outside of where they could be arrested. 
I want the name of that person. Mr. Chairman, I will be back to 
you with requests for subpoenas to have these people come to our 
committee and explain their actions in light of the consequences 
that they knew would occur when these people were removed from 
the Embassy, having shown valid American passports to have the 
American authorities forcibly remove American citizens from Amer- 
ican soil in this manner. 

I have to tell you, I stayed up late last night wondering why in 
blazes did I come to Congress? Why did I come to Congress? Did 
I come to Congress so some bureaucrat could take American citi- 
zens, refuse to help them, evict them from an American Embassy, 
from American soil, knowing that the consequence of doing that 
would be their arrest and the loss of their children? 

I have to tell you, Ms. Roush and I have spoken before. I have 
communicated with the State Department for the past few years 
about her case in particular. A woman named Mary Ryan, who is 
the Assistant Secretary of something or another having to do with 
the Near East. These are American citizens. Now, if we can send 
our young people over to the Middle East to protect them from Sad- 
dam Hussein or whatever, or if we can send them to Afghanistan 
to establish the rights of the people of Afghanistan, then we can 
darn well take the time to bring in front of this body and in front 
of this committee the people who are making the decisions that 
say, well, no, you’re less — you don’t even have the rights of an 
American convicted of a crime in these countries. So at the risk of 
belaboring the subject. I’m going to stop, Mr. Chairman, but I’m 
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coming back, and we’re going to find these names and I’m going to 
ask you to bring those people in front of this committee. Because 
they need to tell the American people what happened, why they did 
this. This is unbelievable. I yield back. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Doug Ose follows:] 
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STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN DOUG OSE 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM 

“Should the United States Do More to Help U.S. Citizens Held Against 
Their Will in Saudi Arabia?” 

June 12, 2002 

I’d like to thank tiie Chairman and Committee for holding this hearing 
today. I would also like to recognize a constituent of mine, Pat Roush, for 
her testimony before this committee today. 

Despite an increasingly high level of Congressional and public concern 
regarding the tragedy of international parental child adduction and wrongful 
retention of American childi'en abroad, the plight of American children 
persists. 

The State Department reports 1,000 international parental abductions of 
childi'en annually. Between 1973 and 1991, about 4,000 American children 
were reported to the U.S. State Department as abducted by a parent and 
taken across an international border. In fact, estimates of the actual total 
exceed 10,000 American children. 

We are all too familiar with cases of abducted children. It is time for our 
foreign counterparts to talce notice of the 10,000 American children who 
have been abducted overseas. This is a non-partisan issue that none of us 
can afford to ignore. 

I look forward to the testimony at this hearing today and that we can 
increase the public awareness to this problem. It is time for the American 
people to focus our collective attention on the American children who are 
missing worldwide. 
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Mr. Burton. I can assure you that the subpoena that we’re going 
to be issuing right after this hearing will cover all of these docu- 
ments, and we will get the names of those people, and I’ll certainly 
let you know as soon as I get all that information. 

Mr. Cummings. 

Mr. Cummings. Thank you very much. Mr. Chairman, today we 
meet to bring attention and focus on the problem of American chil- 
dren who live with their Saudi fathers and who, because of Saudi 
law, are not free to leave Saudi Arabia. These cases predominantly 
involve fathers who abduct children and take them into Saudi Ara- 
bia in order to take advantage of a legal system that gives mothers, 
especially nonMuslim mothers, few rights. 

Specifically, we need to determine if the U.S. Government has 
done enough to aid U.S. citizens who have been held against their 
will in Saudi Arabia. Many of our U.S. citizens like the witnesses 
before our committee today, have tried unsuccessfully to get their 
children back from Saudi Arabia by going through the State De- 
partment, by employing Saudi lawyers and by working with the 
U.S. Congress. My heart goes out to them. The State Department 
has treated these cases as custody dispute issues. 

However, the real question becomes which country’s law has the 
domain over such custody disputes? Will it be American laws or 
Saudi law in customs? I agree with former Ambassador Raymond 
Mabus, when he stated in a letter to this committee that the Roush 
case and the similar cases should be about protecting American 
citizens and the court orders of American courts. Many have said 
the United States has failed to uphold the American and inter- 
national abduction or kidnapping laws. It has been argued that 
cases such as the ones before us are merely child custody issues. 
While that is true, these cases should also be considered as paren- 
tal kidnapping or child abduction cases. 

This morning I saw a report about the subject of today’s hearing 
on one of the morning talk programs. I believe that shining the 
spotlight on parental abductions of American children to Saudi 
Arabia by this committee and the media will bring this issue to the 
forefront and persuade the State Department to reevaluate its poli- 
cies. I look forward to hearing from today’s witnesses who will 
present their stories about trying to get their children out of Saudi 
Arabia. Thank you again, Mr. Chairman, for shining the spotlight 
on this issue and I yield back. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Cummings. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Elijah E. Cummings follows:] 
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Statement of Congressman Elijah E. Cuannings 
Government Reform Committee 

“Should the United States Do More To Help U.S. Citizens Held Against Their Will 
In Saudi Arabia?” 

June 12, 2002 

Thank you, Mr. Chainnan. 

Today we meet to bring attention and focus on the problem of American children who 
live with their Saudi fatheia and who, because of Saudi law, are not hee to leave Saudi 
Arabia. These cases predominately involve fathers who abduct children and take them to 
Saudi Arabia in order to take advantage of a legal system that gives mothers, especially 
non-Muslim mothers, few rights. Specifically, we need to determine if fits United States 
government has done- enough to aid U.S. citizens who have been held against their will in 
Saudi Arabia. 

Many of our U.S. citizens, like the witnesses before our committee today, have tried 
unsuccessfully to get their children back from Saudi Arabia by going through the State 
Department, by employing Saudi lawyers, and by working with the United States 
Congress. My heart goes out to you. 

The State Department has treated these cases as custody dispute issues. However, the 
real question becomes which country’s law has the domain over such custody disputes? 
Will it be American laws or Saudi law and customs? 1 agree with fomier Ajnb^sador 
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Raymond Mabus, when he stated in a lette to this Committee that, “die Roush case and 
similar cases should be about protecting American citizens and the court orders of 
American courts.” Many have said the United States has failed to uphold the American 
and international abduction or kidnaping laws. 

It has been argued that cases such as the ones before us are merely child custody issues. 
While that is true, these cases should also be considered as parental kidnaping or child 
abduction cases. This morning I saw a report about the subject of today’s hearing on one 
of the morning talk programs. I believe that shining the spotlight on parental abductions 
of American children to Saudi Arabia by this committee and the media will bring this 
issue to the forefront and persuade the State Department to reevaluate its policies. 

I look forward to hearing from today’s witnesses, who will present their stories about 
trying to get their children out of Saudi Arabia. Thank you forjoining us today. 
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Mr. Burton. Mr. Schrock. 

Mr. Schrock. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I agree with every- 
thing everybody said here, especially Mr. Ose. I couldn’t have said 
it better. I’d probably have made a fool of myself if I’d said it, be- 
cause this sort of thing really angers me. I am here mainly because 
of the article the chairman sent us yesterday that appeared in the 
Wall Street Journal on December 21st about Ms. Roush and her 
two daughters, and I was absolutely outraged that this is allowed 
to happen and continues to be allowed to happen. 

[The information referred to follows:] 
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Saudi Christmas 


ilf you're a politician or diplomat 
wlio lias anything to do with Saudi Ara- 
bia, Pat Roush can be a pain in the keis- 
ter. But if your two daughters were 
stuck in Saudi Arabia—where you'd 
seen them only once in the past 16 
years— you might figure that the only 
chance they have is a mother’s iove so 
strong that it refuses to take no for an 
answer. This Christmas Eve, as the 
rest of America^ goes to bed with 
dreams of sugar plums, the only vi- 
sions dancing in P.atricia' Roush’s head 
will be of her daughters Alia and Aisha 
clad from head to toe 
in the black aSajia. 

When Khalid al- 
Glieshayan kid- 
najjped his daughters 
fi-c|m a Chicago sub- 
urb in 1986 in defi- 
ance of a U.S. court or- 
dep, the girls looked 
much like they do in 
this picture; Alia was 
seven years old and 
Aisha three. Today 
they are grown 
women. There is a 
frightful symmetry 

here, for at a time pat Roush anil her 
that we rightly cele- dmighters. Alia and 
brate the liberation of Aisha, in BSt. 

Afghan women from the — 

Taliban yoke, two adult li.S. citizens re- 
main trapped in a country where they 
could leave if they were men but as 
women require the written permission 
of a husband or father. 

Already Alia, now23, hasbecnmar- 
ried off to a man Ms. Roush says is a 
cousin of her ex-husband. Aisha, now 
19, may be next. Years back, in acircn- 
lar titled “Marriage to Saudis,” the 
li.S. Embassy in Riyadh spelled out the 
life for a girl raised in Saudi Arabia, 
where she is “a statutory second class 
citizen , . . whose word is worth only ' 
half of a man’s.” 



The State Department bristles at 
any suggestion that it does not care. 
But the parameters within which it 
works are defined by Saudi law. As one 
unclassified cable puts it, the embassy 
was directed to remain “impartial,” 
Ray Mabus, U.S. ambassador to Saudi 
Arabia from 1994 to 1996, says that he 
doesn’t want to criticize State but adds 
that diplomats have a tendency to feel 
they should be working on the “big 
stuff.” “I Just think that looking out for 
the freedom of U.S. citizens is big stuff 
too,” says Mr. Mabus, who got the Sau- 
dis’ attention when he 
put a freeze on U.S. vi- 
, sas for anyone with 
I the same surname as 
i Ms. Roush’s fugitive 
5 ex, Mr. al-Grh-. 
i eshayan. . 
i So what does Pat 
i Roush want? She 
! wants our embassy to 
^ issue passports for 
I her. daughters: she . 
wants tlie Saudis to is- 
sue exit visas; and 
she wants her daugh- 
ters to come to Amer- 
ica, where they can 
decide where they want to live 
without the proverbial gun to 
— their heads. Now, there is an ar- 
gument that this is something tliat 
ought to lie deferred until after the 
war. But given past Saudi actions and 
the preponderance of Saudis among 
the Sept. 11 hijackers, surely this 
Christmas, with these women, offers 
the perfect moment and occasion to 
demonstrate that things have changed. 

Among Islamic extremists, Saddam 
Hussein and Osama bin Laden have be- 
come folk heroes for their defiance of 
American ideals and might. In his own 
way, Khalid al-Gheshayan has done 
the same. Only, it’s his daugh- 
ters— American citizens both-who 
are paying the price. 
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BY MICHAEL BARONE 


Our enemies the Saudis 



F ifteen of the 35 September li hijatchers were Saudis. Perhaps as many as 80 percent of the 
prisoners held at Guantanamo are Saudis. Osama bin Laden is a Saudi, and al Qaeda was sup- 
ported by large contributionsfrom Saudis, indudii^ members of the Saudi royal family. The 
Saudis’ cooperation with onr efforts to trade down the financing of al Qaeda appears to be 
. somewhere between minimal arid zero. They gdt us to let members of the bin Laden family scam- 
per out of the United States bn a private jet shortly after September 11. They refuse to provide-^ 
. as almost every other country has— manifests hf ptoe passengers flying to the United States. 


Such behavior is nothing 
new. The Saudis stymied the ; 

PJBI investigation of the 1996 
KhobarTowersbombing-The 
Saudis refiised a U,S. request 
. inl996tfaattlieytiikecu^»dy 
ofbial/aden; he went to Af- 
ghanistan instead. They re^ 

-fused in 1995 to haud ov^ 

Imad Mu^niyah, .believed' 
responsible fisrthebcanbing Of 
alilarine barracks in.LeB^on 
in 1963 . Far from aiding our ef- 
forts against teiToriSjn,. tIie 
Saudis pave worked against 
thffrh—to prot^ thetetrbrfets 
in didr 6 wiir^iks-.;Als 0 j the 
Saudis have praised suicide ' 
bombings and raised money 
frit dieiaiituUes'of Palestinian 
;^Gide bombers. Govern- 
'ment-iCoaUrt^d Saudi laedk 
have frrOquendy spread, thie 
vilest kinds of anti-U.S. and 
anti-Jd^vish propaganda. 

Such has been the behav- ' 

ior of ^bse the State D^artiiient has long referred to as “our 
friends tlie Sauls' It wfould be more accurate to call them our 
eheinies the Sauefis. : 

Freedoms? Zero for seveiuThe Saudis run a totalitarian so- 
ciety. Not one' of the seven freedoms identified by President 
Bush in his State.of the Union speedi—the rule of law, limits 
on the power of the state, respect for women, private proper- 
ty, free speech, eqtial justice, religious tolerance— Is honored 
by the Saudis. There is no free speech and no freedom of re^ 
ligion (during theGulf War theSaiidis did not allow President 
Bush to conduct a religious service on Saudi soil), and vvx»men 
are restricted andphysicaUy assaulted by religions police who 
prow! the streets (and, by 'some accounts, would not allow 
teenage girls to leave a burning school, lest they not beprop- 
erly clad: 15 giris died). 

But the Saudis are not content to run a totalitarian society 
at home; they are trying to export their totalitarian Wahh^i 
Islam around the world. Since the Gulf War, the Saudis hhve 
financed Wahhabi clerics and Wahhabi-run mosques, and 
schools in Afghanistan, Pakistan, Indonesia, Western Europe, 
and the United States. The results can be seen on the Edgware 



Crouvn Prince Abdullah |above| hasti^en ouerfrom ailing King Falid. 


They are effectively waging 
war against us. 


ABBAS-AWGNUM . 


Road in London or Leesbiiig 
Pike in Northern Virginia: 
Journalists have no frouBle 
finding young people, spQut- 
-a^die im^vitupeative anti- 
U.S. and anti-Jevrish propa- 
ganda and.swearingtliatth^ 
would fight for lslaiii agahist 
the United States, The Sau3-. 
is are waging war agaiqst us, 
financing the .spread of the 
idea that our free society must 
be overthrown- and totalitar- 
ian Wahhabi Islam must be 
imposed by fqrce. 

■ Sb.why do some still.call 
the Saudis our friends? Be^ 
eause.they have -the po wer to 
keep oil prices down? That 
leverage is being reduced by 
increased oil production by 
ourfriends Russia and Mex- 
ico. Because they are anti-’ 
Communist? Communism is 
po longer a threat. Because 
Aey are used to heeding the 
mellifluous advice of Saudi Amba^dor Prifiee Bandar?, 
has he done to stop al Qaeda or the propagation of totalitarian 
Wahlukbi Islam? Because we depend on Saudi mfliiary bases? 
Despite Pentagon denials, it seems we are wisely, dispersing 
our forces in the gulf. 

It may not be prudent yet to speak the truth out loud, that 
the Saudis are our enemies. But they should know that it is 
increasingly apparent to the American people that thej' are ef- 
fectively waging -war against us. And they should know that 
have the capacity to destroy their military, presumably in a mat- 
ter of hours. The Saudis’ easteni pro-vinces,- with their oil, co\ild 
b'e given to their Shiite Muslim majority^ now oppressed by the 
Sunni Muslim Saudi rulers. The hoty cities of Mecca and Me- 
dina could be returned to the casto<fyof the Hashemit^ (Jor- 
dan’s King Abdullah’s family), who unlike the Saudis are di- 
rect descendants, of the prophet Mohammed. Let the Saudis 
have the sands of central Arabia and their bank accounts in 
Switzerland, hotel suites in London, and villas on the Riviera. 

President Basil has said that we must have regime change in 
Iraq to be sa;fe from terrorism. It is increasingly clear th at we 
must have regime change in Saudi-ruled Arabia as well. • 
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Mr. SCHROCK. I’m anxious to hear what these four ladies have 
to say, but I’m particularly interested in hearing the next panel. 
They are the ones whose feet need to be put in the fire and held 
in the fire until they do something about it. You know, the Crown 
Prince of Saudi Arabia doesn’t mind coming sit in the Oval Office 
telling our President what he wants him to do. I think it’s maybe 
time for the man in the Oval Office to call him and say we want 
our kids back and we want them back right now. And I think the 
sooner we do that, the sooner these subpoenas are done — I just 
hope this committee doesn’t adjourn today and just ignore this, be- 
cause although I’ve only been here 17 months, I don’t want to come 
back in 4 or 5 years and have these same witnesses appearing be- 
fore us. 

We need to get something done and get it done right now. This 
is unacceptable and our State Department better get off the dime 
and get something done before this gets even worse, or somebody 
is going to have to be held accountable, and it is us here who have 
to do that. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Schrock. 

Ms. Norton. 

Ms. Norton. May I begin by thanking you, Mr. Chairman, for 
wonderful leadership and making the American people and the 
Congress understand that this is a problem and that this is a prob- 
lem that we can do something about. It is a problem that occasion- 
ally one hears some interested journalist get ahold of and gives us 
snippets and bits of, but a problem upon which there has been no 
concerted attention, and I thank you for your work in bringing this 
kind of attention to this problem. 

The fact that we have a close relationship with a country should 
not mean that country is free from just and justifiable criticism, 
and Saudi Arabia has been an ally in many respects, but in many 
respects and increasingly, Saudi Arabia doesn’t act like an ally. To 
be an ally, it seems to me, you have to walk like an ally, talk like 
an ally and act like an ally, and when it comes to the heartache 
that Saudi Arabia has brought to these mothers and their children 
not only is Saudi Arabia not an ally, it is not a friend. 

Certainly the country should not be immune to criticism, and we 
ought to call this issue what it is. This is a human rights issue, 
and this is a horrible violation of human rights. If it were done by 
a country that we did not have friendly relationships with, we’d be 
up and down screaming about kidnapping and outrageous behavior 
toward mothers and their children. We cannot allow a double 
standard to develop just because we’re dealing with Saudi Arabia. 

Saudi Arabia is very adamant in sticking to its own standards, 
and it seems to me we are in violation of our standards and of our 
laws when we allow this to go on. And, Mr. Chairman, by bringing 
this to public attention, I think you are doing something for the 
first time that may in fact change this horrific condition, and once 
again, I thank you, sir. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Ms. Norton. 

Mr. Davis. 

Mr. Davis of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I applaud you for holding 
this hearing and shining some light on a very serious situation. 
You know, one of the main jobs of our Embassies, of our personnel 
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at the State Department is to protect our citizens and to uphold 
American law, and I think we’ve fallen short of this. I hope this 
hearing will give us a path where we can correct some of these 
egregious issues that have been raised over the years, and I ap- 
plaud you for holding the hearings. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Davis. 

Mr. Clay. 

Mr. Clay. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’m going to thank you also 
for conducting this hearing, and perhaps we can get to the bottom 
of some of these issues that we’re going to hear more about today. 

I would like to submit an opening statement to you. Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Wm. Lacy Clay follows:] 
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Statement of the Honorable William Lacy Clay 

Before the 

Government Reform Committee 
Special Investigation Briefing 
Wednesday, June 12, 2002 

“Should the United States Do More to Help U.S. Citizens Held 
against Their Will in Saudi Arabia?” 

Mr. Chairman, There is no doubt that the people of the 
United States and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia have enjoyed a 
special long term relationship. The Saudi people have been an 
essential trading partner and military ally with the United States 
government for many years. 

The question that faces us today is how do we resolve our 
differences regarding particular domestic situations. I’m not sure 
that there is enough time today to adequately answer every detail 
of this important question, however I would suggest that we 
continue to engage the Saudi government on this pressing and 
important issue. Second, I suggest that we look for new ways to 
promote cooperation and reconcile differences between our two 
systems of law. Finally, I believe that we should encourage the 
U.S. Commission of International Religious Freedom to add Saudi 
Arabia to its list of countries that are suppressor of human rights. 

Finally, there will always be differences between our two 
cultures, but it is important to recognize and realize that in our 
society the family represents the very foundation of democratic 
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values. As long as I am a member of this distinguished body I 
will continue to stand-up, and speak-up for the rights of mothers 
and their children to be united. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to submit my 
remarks to the record. 
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Mr. Burton. Without objection, so ordered. 

Mr. Duncan. 

Mr. Duncan. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and I’m not 
going to make a full statement. I’ll simply say as Mr. Schrock did 
that I agree with everything that you said and that others have 
said thus far, and I thank you for calling this hearing. I would like 
to read something that was in last week’s U.S. News and World 
Report, a column written by Michael Barone entitled, “Our En- 
emies, The Saudis.” He said “15 of the 19 September 11th hijackers 
were Saudis. Perhaps as many as 80 percent of the prisoners held 
at Guantanamo are Saudis. Osama bin Laden is a Saudi and A1 
Qaeda was supported by large contributions from Saudis including 
members from the Saudi royal family. The Saudi’s cooperation with 
our efforts to track down the financing of A1 Qaeda appears to be 
somewhere between minimal and zero . . . .” And it goes on with 
many, many examples of things that the Saudis have done or not 
done that they should have done, and he ends up by saying they 
are effectively waging war against us. 

Now, that is a very strong column by Michael Barone in last 
week’s U.S. News and World Report, but there is this clamor in 
some corridors here to go to war against Iraq, with which I dis- 
agree, and I’m not saying we should go to war against Saudi Ara- 
bia. In fact, I wouldn’t have written a column as strong as Michael 
Barone did, but I think it points out what many people have al- 
ready mentioned, that this relationship with the Saudis is becom- 
ing very, very troublesome to this country, and the witnesses that 
are here today are the prime examples of these problems that have 
developed and are continuing. And so I think this is a very impor- 
tant hearing, and I thank you for calling the hearing. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you. Judge Duncan. 

Mrs. Maloney. 

Mrs. Maloney. Thank you. Chairman Burton, for calling what is 
a critically important hearing on an issue that is truly gender 
apartheid. And as we listen to the testimony of our distinguished 
guests here, we cannot really divorce the policies of Saudi Arabia 
from the policies that are in front of us. What they are going to 
be talking about are family disputes, but the values in Saudi Ara- 
bia are really very different from any other western country. The 
government restricts freedom of speech, the press, assembly, asso- 
ciation, religion and movement. 

And just to give an example, a few months ago there was a fire 
in a girl’s religious school in Saudi Arabia, and the girls fled. Many 
of them did not have the abaya or the head dress to cover them- 
selves. The religious police forced them back into the burning 
building to get the proper head dress, and some of them died. I be- 
lieve this demonstrates the state of human rights that is really des- 
picable in Saudi Arabia, and they practice gender apartheid. 

There are many places where women cannot go to eat. They can’t 
go to lunch counters. They can’t have identity cards. They can’t 
vote and they can’t drive. They are excluded from professions, and 
they are required to cover themselves, be shrouded with the abaya 
when they appear in public. 

And so when you talk about custody cases, which I’m sure we’ll 
hear from our panel today, you can’t divorce — these are not simply 
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custody cases. This is a human rights violation. They don’t follow 
the laws and human rights of other countries, and in many ways, 
practice violence against women. 

Recently along with Congressman Fossella, we did a letter to 
Secretary O’Neill, really calling on them to freeze the Saudi Ara- 
bian money here in the United States as we did with Iraqi money 
during the war, and this was based on their television broadcasts 
where they were literally appealing to their population to raise 
money for terrorist families, those who were giving their lives to 
murder innocent people in Israel. And I feel that you have to hold 
the country accountable to their actions, and I feel that — I hope 
that not only that most Members of Congress will join us in this 
important letter, that we take steps to hold them responsible for 
really collecting blood money to give to terrorist families. 

But I appreciate the efforts of our country to be helpful to Amer- 
ican citizens who have suffered under this same type of gender 
apartheid that women suffer under every day in Saudi Arabia, and 
I look forward to the testimony. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mrs. Maloney. 

Mrs. Davis. 

Mrs. Jo Ann Davis of Virginia. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. For 
the sake of time, I don’t have a formal statement, but I will say 
that as a woman and as a mother. I’m outraged to hear what hap- 
pened in our own Embassy, having a Marine escort their women 
and children out knowing they would be arrested, and I just cer- 
tainly hope we on this committee do everything we can to correct 
the errors — potential errors that were made by our U.S. Embassy 
and that this does not happen to American citizens, and I thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mrs. Davis. 

We now have a new member of the committee, and I want to 
welcome him to the committee. Congressman John Sullivan of 
Oklahoma. He was elected in a special election in January to re- 
place our old buddy, Steve Largent, I think who is running for Gov- 
ernor out there. So we want to welcome you and we’re looking for- 
ward to working with you and I ask unanimous consent that Mr. 
Sullivan be appointed to the Subcommittee on Government Effi- 
ciency, Financial Management and Intergovernmental Relations, 
and the Subcommittee on Energy Policy, Natural Resources and 
Regulatory Affairs, and I also ask unanimous consent that Con- 
gressman Dan Miller be removed from the Subcommittee on Gov- 
ernment Efficiency, Financial Management and Intergovernmental 
Affairs, and with that, welcome to the committee and you’re recog- 
nized. 

Mr. Sullivan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate that, and 
I’m eager to hear your testimony, and I admire your courage for 
being here today. I have three kids, and I can just — I think it 
would be very difficult to be separated from them. As a new mem- 
ber of this committee and in the process of learning about these 
issues, I must say I was shocked to learn of not only the number 
of U.S. citizens detained against their will in Saudi Arabia, but the 
freedoms and liberties that are not allowed even though they are 
U.S. citizens. 
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Not only do we have children being detained who are American 
citizens with no intervention from the U.S. Government on their 
behalf, we also have a complacent Federal Government allowing 
them to languish in these situations with years with no help. These 
children may be abused or subjected to restrictive religious prac- 
tices or to a religion they do not claim. Their rights are null and 
void, especially for women and children. 

This is unconscionable that our government is not doing more to 
protect them. As a representative of the First District of Oklahoma, 
I speak for my constituents. Any of my constituents who would 
learn of such inaction by their own government for their safety 
would be appalled. My questions are their questions, such as why 
are there up to 92 U.S. citizens being held against their will in 
Saudi Arabia, and why is our government doing nothing? Why are 
we not doing a better job, at least checking to see that these chil- 
dren are being abused? Children cannot seek refuge in the U.S. 
Embassy without being returned to their Saudi parents. 

It is estimated that as many as half of the A1 Qaeda and Taliban 
detainees at Guantanamo Bay are Saudi. A poll conducted by the 
Saudi Government estimated that 95 percent of Saudi men be- 
tween the ages of 25 and 41 sympathize with Osama bin Laden. 
The Saudi Government refuses to fully cooperate in the investiga- 
tion of many bombings. Religious freedom is forbidden by law, and 
women have few rights in Saudi Arabia. The U.S. Commission on 
International Religious Freedom has recommended that Saudi Ara- 
bia be named a country of particular concern, placing it in a cat- 
egory with North Korea, Iran, Iraq and Sudan. State-owned media 
outlets are often full of anti-American and anti-Semitic propa- 
ganda. Calling the Saudi Government an ally is close to the old cli- 
che, “with friends like this, who needs enemies?” 

We have sold out rights of a few for the safety of many, bartering 
away their rights in order to placate this government under the 
guise of making allies in the war against terrorism. 

If that is the case, we have started down the very slippery slope 
that allows anybody’s rights to be rescinded for the good of the 
many, and our basis of freedom is and will be dually eroded. Cer- 
tainly we must have allies, all of which we may not like, but we 
must decide where the line begins and ends in this regard, and 
does that line include advocating for each and every American citi- 
zen or not? And if not, why? 

Although the State Department conveniently defines these situa- 
tions as private custody disputes, any time the rights of U.S. citi- 
zens are abridged, we must act. This level of complacency is not ac- 
ceptable. I look forward to hearing the testimony and finding out 
what both the executive and collective branches can do to ensure 
the safe return of all U.S. citizens from any and all countries from 
which they desire to leave in order to return home to the United 
States. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Sullivan. 

Mrs. Maloney has something she’d like to put in the record. 

Mrs. Maloney. I request unanimous consent to put in the record 
an article about the 15 girls who died in a school when the reli- 
gious police would not permit them to leave, one of the police said, 
“it is sinful to approach them.” And I would like to put this in the 
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record and just briefly add that we will hear from our witnesses 
today about terrible discrimination and their custody suits, and we 
as a government must hold the Saudi Government accountable for 
these irresponsible acts of shielding kidnappers and abusive fa- 
thers and husbands from prosecution. 

And I, again, thank the chairman for having this meeting. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mrs. Maloney. We will without objec- 
tion put this in the record. 

[The information referred to follows:] 
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15 girls die as zealots 'drive them 
into blaze' 

(Filed: 15/03/2002) 

SAUDI Arabia's religious police are reported to have 
forced schoolgirls back into a blazing building because 
they were not wearing Islamic headscarves and black 
robes. 

Saudi newspapers said scuffles broke out between 
firemen and members of the Commission for the 
Promotion of Virtue and Prevention of Vice who tried 
to keep the girls inside a burning school in Mecca. 




—External links 
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women's rights - 
Amnesty 
International 
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Information 
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► Women's rights - 
Human Rights 
Watch 


Fifteen girls were killed as they stampeded to escape 
About us ft-orn the blazing building In the Muslim holy city. Saudi 

Email US media and families of the victims have been angry 

over the deaths of the girls in the fire that gutted the 
school. 


The resulting public criticism of the religious police, or 
mutaween, is highly unusual. 


The English-language Saudi Gazette, in a front-page 
report yesterday quoted witnesses as saying that 
members of the religious police stopped men who tried 
to help the girfs escape from the building, saying; "It 
is sinful to approach them." 


A civil defence officer told an Arable-language 
newspaper, al-Eqtisadiah, that he saw three members 
of the religious police "beating young girls to prevent 
them from leaving the school because they were not 
wearing the abaya”. 


He added: ”We told them that the situation was very 
critical and did not allow for such behaviour. But they 
shouted at us and refused to move away from the 
gates." 


The father of one of the dead girls alleged that the 
school watchman refused to open the gate to let the 
girls out. 

"Lives could have been saved had they not been 
stopped by members of the Commission for Promotion 
of Virtue and Prevention of Vice," the Saudi Gazette 
said. 


http://news.telegraph.co.iik/news/mam.jhtml?xml=/news/2002/03/15/wsaudl5.xml&sSheet=/... 3/15/02 
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The much-feared mutaween roam the streets of the 
conservative kingdom wielding sticks to enforce dress 
codes and sex segregation and to ensure that Islamic 
prayers are performed on time. 

Those who refuse to obey the orders of the religious 
police are usually beaten and sometimes jailed. 

*■ 31 January 2002: Saudis urged to free ’tortured’ Britons 
»- 8 January 2002; Woman pHot rebels over Muslim dress 
*■ 15 December 2001: Zt’s time to save our Islamic faith 

Previous story: Yugoslav republics to form new nation 
Next story: Bush in battle to save race row judge 
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Mr. Burton. Mrs. Morelia. 

Mrs. Morella. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for the courtesy of al- 
lowing me to make a very brief opening statement. Thank you for 
having this very important hearing. In 1991, a powerful movie enti- 
tled, “Not Without My Daughter” awakened many American’s eyes 
to the harsh realities and inequities of life in Iran, especially for 
women. This film was based on a book by Betty Mahmoody, an 
American housewife who risked torture and death to escape from 
Iran with her young daughter, Mahtob in 1986. 

Sadly, there are three individuals gathered here today who could 
tell harrowing tales of their experience with Saudi Arabian in- 
equity and whose stories would be equally powerful if made into 
movies, rather unbelievable. The events of September 11 and the 
discovery that 15 of the 19 hijackers were from Saudi Arabia and 
that many A1 Qaeda operatives are Saudi-born have led much of 
the American public and many U.S. officials to probe deeper into 
our relationship with Saudi Arabia. And not only are many U.S. of- 
ficials looking more closely at the U.S. -Saudi relationship, but 
many are also looking closely at the conditions inside Saudi Arabia. 

Just the other day I chaired a congressional human rights caucus 
hearing on the role of women in Saudi Arabia and mention was 
certainly made of the young women who were burned to death. The 
U.S. Commission on International Religious Freedom has rec- 
ommended that Saudi Arabia be named a country of particular con- 
cern, placing it in a category with North Korea, Iran, Iraq and 
Sudan. And as Chairman Burton pointed out in his testimony, one 
particularly unjust aspect of our relationship with Saudi Arabia is 
that U.S. citizens can be held against their will with the full bless- 
ing of the Saudi Government, and often in violation of U.S. law. 

And while some noble individuals within the State Department 
have tried to remedy the problem, the United States has, in many 
cases, subverted attempts to reunite families. In addition, the 
Saudi Arabian Government has done little to rectify any disputes 
between families. 

The three witnesses on the first panel that you’ve assembled, Mr. 
Chairman, will give more details about their tragic plights in try- 
ing to reunite with family members. I only hope that their words 
which have, for many years fallen on deaf ears, will finally be 
heard by the United States and Saudi Governments. I yield back 
the balance of my time, and again, thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mrs. Morella. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Constance A. Morella follows:] 
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Saudi Arabia Remarks 


C-Hox. 


In 1991, a powerful movie titled “Not Without My 
Daughter” awakened many American’s eyes to the harsh 
realities and inequities of life in Iran, especially for women. 

This film was based on a book by Betty Mahmoody, an 
American housewife who risked torture and death to escape 
from Iran with her young daughter, Mahtob, in 1 986. Sadly, we 
have three individuals gathered here today who could tell 
harrowing tales of their experience with Saudi Arabian 
inequities and whose stories would be equally powerful if made 
into movies. 


The events of September 1 1 and the discovery that 1 5 of 
the 19 hijackers were from Saudi Arabia and that many A1 
Qaeda operatives are Saudi bom have led much of the American 
public and many US officials to probe deeper into our 
relationship with Saudi Arabia. And not only are many US 
officials looking more closely at the US-Saudi relationship, 
many are also looking closely at the conditions inside Saudi 
Arabia. The U.S. Commission on International Religious 
Freedom has recommended that Saudi Arabia be named a 
country of “particular concern”, placing it in a category with 
North Korea, Iran, Iraq, and Sudan. 
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As Chairman Burton pointed out in his testimony, one 
particularly unjust aspect of our relationship with Saudi Arabia 
is that US citizens can be held against their will with the full 
blessing of the Saudi government, and often in violation of US 
law. 


While some noble individuals within the State Department 
have tried to remedy the problem, the United States has in may 
cases subverted attempts to reunite families. In addition, the 
Saudi Arabian government has done little to rectify any disputes 
between families. 

The three witnesses on the first panel will give more details 
about their tragic plights in trying to reunite with family 
members, and I only hope that their words, which have for many 
years fallen on deaf ears, will finally be heard by the US and 
Saudi governments. 


I yield back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. Burton. Mr. Shays. 

Mr. Shays. No statement, Mr. Chairman. 

Excuse me, Mr. Chairman, I just want to thank you for having 
this hearing, but I don’t have a statement. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Shays. I’d just like to say to the 
witnesses, one of the reasons that we have everyone make opening 
statements is it sends a very clear message to the Saudi Govern- 
ment that this is not just the chairman’s position or the ranking 
member’s position, but the entire membership of the committee, 
and I believe the entire membership of the Congress. 

So if the Saudi Government is paying any attention to what is 
going on today, this isn’t just me or Mr. Waxman; this is the atti- 
tude of the U.S. Congress, in my opinion, and I think if you talk 
to all 435 Members, you’d get the same answer, that we want 
American laws recognized, and we want the Saudi Government to 
work with us and comply and not to allow kidnappers to take these 
kids out of the country and never return them and to treat the 
mothers like dirt. And if they don’t get that message today, I pre- 
sume they never will, but we are looking forward to hearing your 
testimony. 

With that, we swear in our witnesses so that we have everything 
on the record and under oath. So would you please rise and raise 
your hands. 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

Mr. Burton. Our first panel is Pat Roush, Ethel Stowers, Mir- 
iam Hernandez-Davis and Dria Davis. We welcome you here. We’ll 
start off now with Ms. Roush first. Ms. Roush, you’re welcome to 
make an opening statement. 

STATEMENTS OF PATRICIA ROUSH, MOTHER OF ALIA AND 

AISHA GHESHAYAN; DRIA DAVIS, ACCOMPANIED BY HER 

MOTHER, MIRIAM HERNANDEZ-DAVIS; AND ETHEL 

STOWERS, MOTHER OF MONICA STOWERS, AND GRAND- 
MOTHER OF RASHEED AND AMJAD RADWAN 

Ms. Roush. Good morning. Chairman Burton, and members of 
the committee. I’m pleased to participate in this panel and present 
you with my testimony. Terrorism takes on many forms, and for 
I 6 V 2 years, my two American daughters. Alia and Aisha 
Gheshayan and I, have been victims of the worst emotional, psy- 
chological and spiritual terrorism possible. We have been separated 
from each other by two systems of evil that have broken the moral 
law that governs all human beings. 

My daughters have been taken hostage by a medieval totali- 
tarian system, and the central authority of our government, the 
U.S. Department of State, has done everything to enable that sys- 
tem to destroy the lives of my beloved daughters and shatter my 
family. 

I have previously testified before the House International Rela- 
tions Committee in 1987, Subcommittee for the Near East, concern- 
ing violations of human rights of American citizens by the Saudi 
Arabian Government. The honorable Tom Lantos was Chair, and 
his very powerful words addressing Assistant Secretary of State 
Marion Creekmore continue to remain with me. “Is this the image 
that you want to portray of the United States, that of the impotent 
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giant that cannot get back two little innocent children from Saudi 
Arabia?” 

Secretary Creekmore’s response was, I don’t think the withhold- 
ing of visas to the United States for Saudis is the proper way to 
resolve this. 

By way of background, for the last 16 years, I have tirelessly pio- 
neered the issue of American children kidnapped and taken abroad. 
My relentless efforts over the years led to the creation of the Office 
of Children’s Issues at the State Department in 1987, and to the 
enactment of the International Parental Kidnapping Act in 1993. 
The Hague Treaty on the Civil Aspects of International Child Ab- 
duction was signed in 1987 by the United States because of the 
high profile of my case in the Congress and the press. 

The Office of Children’s Issues unfortunately has never been 
what it was intended to be, which is a place of authority that U.S. 
citizens can turn to for assistance when their children are abducted 
to a foreign country. Instead, it is merely another file and data col- 
lecting agency of the Federal Government. 

Working to free my daughters has become a mission-impossible 
assignment that I have accepted as part of my daily life. Before my 
two daughters were kidnapped, my 7-year-old would sing with such 
delight, “Tomorrow, tomorrow, I love you tomorrow. It is only a day 
away.” This was her favorite song from the movie Annie about a 
little girl who was lost and found. But the happy ending from the 
Hollywood movie never materialized for my little girls, and as the 
Arabic folk expression states, 20 years will soon be tomorrow, be- 
came their reality. 

The girls are now women, ages 23 and 19. They were kidnapped 
and taken to the kingdom of Saudi Arabia by their Saudi national 
father in 1986. They were 3 and 7 at the time. This is a father they 
hardly knew and feared, who had a documented history of a severe 
mental illness with a paranoid and violent ideation. He has been 
their master for almost 17 years. They fear him and have learned 
to submit and suffocate themselves to his demands. 

Saudi Arabia has violated my human rights and the human 
rights and Constitutional rights afforded to my daughters as Amer- 
ican citizens. The U.S. State Department is an accessory and active 
conspirator in the denial of these rights. The U.S. Government re- 
ceives benefits from the Saudi Arabian Government in various 
forms, which induces to violate these rights. Everyone is entitled 
to freedom from fear. The U.S. State Department and the Kingdom 
of Saudi Arabia have both intentionally used their great power to 
create fear to intimidate and threaten my daughters and me. My 
daughters are victims of forced religious conversion as outlined in 
the International Religious Freedom Act. 

My Christian daughters were forced to convert to Islam, and as 
you know, religious choice is not an option in the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia. They could be put to death if they even spoke the name of 
Jesus. This is also an act of ethnocide. My daughters have had 
their culture and society taken away and been denied their herit- 
age. Do they know that their mother’s family has been on the U.S. 
soil since 1711 and fought in all the wars to keep America free? Do 
they even know what freedom is? My daughters have been stolen 
and kept in captivity for 16 years incommunicado with the entire 
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western world. They have no knowledge of the rest of the world ex- 
cept by way of Saudi Arabian censored television and the males 
that are their masters. They are denied the rule of law, denial of 
due process. Saudi Arabia is a totalitarian state where my daugh- 
ters are locked up, wrapped up and shut up. 

This is a cover picture from National Geographic magazine show- 
ing that well-known photograph of a young green-eyed Afghan girl 
on the cover 20 years ago, now wearing the dreaded burqa. The 
caption says, found. And this is a picture of what my daughters are 
wearing today, basic black from head to toe. They have no choice. 
The Saudi Religious Police can arrest, imprison or kill them for not 
wearing this garb. This little insert picture of my little girls in the 
white dresses with puffed sleeves is 17 years old. It is the last pic- 
ture I have of them. 

Underneath the picture it also says, “found.” Yes, we found them, 
but they were never lost. We always knew just where they were 
but couldn’t save them from their destiny which is no different 
from the destiny of this poor Afghan woman. They are also con- 
demned to a life behind a vail without any rights, the life of si- 
lence, submission and servitude. They are treated as Saudi women, 
not American women living in Saudi Arabia. The Saudi Govern- 
ment doesn’t even recognize their American citizenship. They are 
the property of their husbands. They can be put to death by these 
men if the men so choose to dispose of them. It is called honor kill- 
ing, and the price of honor in Saudi Arabia for women is quite 
steep. 

The State Department called me yesterday to — yesterday was my 
56th birthday. My girls were kidnapped when I was 39. The State 
Department called me on my 56th birthday to tell me that my 
youngest daughter Aisha was sold to a man that she hardly knew. 
This selling of my youngest daughter was in retaliation because 
their father and the Saudi Government knew about this hearing. 

President Bush has created a special White House liaison for Af- 
ghan women’s rights, but there is no one in the entire U.S. Govern- 
ment working for my daughter’s rights, an American woman locked 
up in Saudi Arabia. No, I am told that there is nothing the U.S. 
Government can do for them, because under Saudi law, their fa- 
ther, and now their husbands, have total power and control over 
them. 

And even Allah, himself cannot help them. Contrary to the state- 
ments appearing in the Saudi-owned press, Asharq A1 Awsat, listed 
on the official Web site of the Saudi Embassy, SaudiEmbassy.net, 
which recently published a very biased, slanderous article about me 
concocted by the Saudi Government and Gheshayan. These are 
American women not “Saudi daughters.” The Saudi Government 
continues infantile employs to place this ordeal and my daughters 
in the middle of an international chess match. 

The playing field is far from even, and they have a great advan- 
tage, the physical possession of my daughters and my unborn 
grandchild, yes, I found out by reading this Saudi-owned news- 
paper that I will be a grandmother. I have no knowledge of the 
well-being or status of my daughters, none. And the little bit of in- 
formation I have gotten over the years has been second-hand. Na- 
tional Review Magazine posed the question to Prince Abdullah in 
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April when he was in Crawford with the President. The caption 
over their little pound puppy photo read “hey Abdullah, how are 
the girls?’ I wish I knew how they are. 

The State Department claims that when these child victims of 
international parental abduction become 18 years of age, the inter- 
est of the State Department doesn’t end. The concerns of these now 
adult American citizens are undertaken by the Office of American 
Citizens Services until the American parent no longer requests 
intervention. 

My daughters are 23 and 19 years of age and know one has seen 
either of them since they turned 18. When they were children, the 
State Department only saw them three times in 14 years. If they 
were prisoners in a Riyadh jail, the State Department, the Em- 
bassy would have seen them more times then because they were 
upheld by their Saudi Arabian father. 

Is this how the State Department shows their concern for Amer- 
ican citizens? In fact, the State Department staff have admitted — 
I’m sorry. In 1986, just 10 months after the girls were kidnapped, 
the Riyadh Governors’ office and the American Embassy worked 
out a deal to have the girls released. This was due to the tremen- 
dous pressure in the U.S. Senate organized by former U.S. Senator, 
Allan Dixon of Illinois. The Governor of Riyadh’s office was going 
to allow the girls to leave the kingdom and his representative 
Saleh Hejeilan was making all the arrangements. He only re- 
quested the presence of the then U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia, 
Walter Cutler at the meeting in the Governors office. 

I was in constant communication with the DCM of the mission, 
Edward Walker. He told me, Pat, the Embassy telexed us twice 
this week. They will not allow the Ambassador to go into the meet- 
ing. I have telexes from the State Department to the Embassy tell- 
ing them to remain, “impartial and neutral.” Hejeilan then told me 
your government doesn’t want you. Your State Department will not 
help you. You will see your children if and when we decide. He 
then videotaped my young daughters like prisoners on display, all 
within the presence of the American Council general, who re- 
mained silent. 

He later told me that my 8-year-old daughter. Alia, was forced 
to say on tape that she hated her mother and the United States. 
Her eyes had a wild glazed look and she looked terrorized. The 
Saudis then began to systematically put me through a 16-year tor- 
ture with one lie and broken promise after the other. They de- 
lighted in this sadistic game and used their control over the lives 
of my daughters to taunt me. Another time Hejeilan told me you 
are being punished for going to the politicians and the press. 

In 1995, U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia, Raymond Mabus 
began a campaign to help me. He is a true hero, a man of integrity 
who stood up to the Saudis and got me into the kingdom to see my 
girls. He went to every Saudi prince, including Crown Prince 
Abdullah for the release of my daughters. I was only able to see 
the girls once for 2 hours, but they told me they loved me and 
asked me to take them out of there. They were 16 and 13 at the 
time, terribly emotionally abused by their father. The Saudis 
wouldn’t allow me to see them again, and I spent 21 days of heart 
wrenching pain inside a hotel room in Riyadh. But Ray Mabus 
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called me in the hotel room and he said, Pat you go home and re- 
member that there are people in this Embassy who care about you 
and your girls. I will do everything to get your daughters back to 
California. 

He held up the visas to the United States of my ex-husband’s 
family, which is a very effective tool. He received a diplomatic note 
from Prince Sand bin Faisal, Saudi foreign minister allowing the 
girls to come home for the summer of 1996. Mabus also got a quid 
pro quo from Crown Prince Abdullah, the release of the girls for 
the saving the life of one of his generals, a relative of Gheshayan 
who needed treatment for cancer. 

It was finished, a done deal. But it wasn’t finished yet. Mabus 
told me he was going to resign as Ambassador for personal reasons. 
I was in agony. I knew what would happen. Mabus reassured me 
and said Pat, don’t worry. I have made believers out of these guys 
at the Embassy. I will fully brief the incoming Ambassador, who 
is also a political appointee. Nothing is going to happen, Pat. We 
are at the finish line. I wish I could be here when they come home, 
but I have to go back to Mississippi. 

In August 1996, Wyche Fowler, Jr., the new political appointee 
arrived in Riyadh as U.S. Ambassador. Ray Mabus fully briefed 
him on the urgency of the situation. I sent him a long detailed fax 
concerning the background of — and what Mabus had accomplished 
and what we needed to do. No response. I called Fowler and asked 
if he had received my faxes. He denied receiving them. I explained 
that we needed his help. Ray Mabus was on the verge of getting 
my girls out of Saudi Arabia and it was up to him to just make 
the contact for us. 

It was finished, all wrapped up. We had the promise of the 
Crown Prince. My girls could come home. He said to me Ms. Roush, 
I am in the middle of an Iraqi war here and I don’t have the time 
right now to deal with this. I am aware of your situation and you 
are not doing any bit one good by cross-examining me. He dis- 
missed me like an impertinent school girl who was way out of line 
by even speaking to him. He lifted the visa censorship of the 
Gheshayan family, the only effective tool I had to persuade the 
Gheshayan family to return my girls. 

No, Wyche Fowler had other things to do which didn’t include 
the release of my girls. The Glasgow Evening Times quoted that 
this 55-year-old married, newly assigned U.S. Ambassador was 
having an affair with a 24-year-old Scottish woman he had met on 
a plane that summer. All he had to do was go back to the Crown 
Prince and finish the deal Mabus had set up. He told my lawyer, 
“the deal is dead. Pat Roush can either come here and see her 
daughters another time or she can let the chips fall where they 
will.” 

My attorney said to Fowler that means the girls are forgotten 
then. Why not do what Ray Mabus did? And Fowler replied why 
not get Ray Mabus then. You seem to get my name in the papers. 
The ball is in your court. The Saudis trust me. Take it or leave it. 
Wyche Fowler was in Saudi Arabia for 6 years. He lobbied hard for 
that job and made a lot of money. He is now the grand statesman 
about town, the Mideast expert and chairman of the board of the 
Mideast Institute. He gives speeches, goes to dinner parties and I 
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am sure has many Saudi friends. He appears on television as an 
expert on Saudi Arabia. 

His wife divorced him after that Scottish-girl incident. He should 
be held responsible for what he did to my family. He is a criminal 
and condemned my daughters. He is responsible for the marriages 
of both of my daughters. If he had done the right thing in 1996, 
they would have never been married. He has cost us 7 more years 
of hell. It would have been so easy for him to finish the job Mabus 
started. What was the downside for him? The Bible states that the 
measure you give is the measure you shall receive and you shall 
be known as you are known. 

Both of Gheshayan’s parents came into the United States for 
medical treatment from American doctors and nurses when they 
became ill. They used U.S. medical technology to try to save their 
lives, and in the meantime, kept my daughters away from me with- 
out so much as a phone call. I would call their house to speak with 
my girls and they would hang up on me. They came in with diplo- 
matic passports, accompanied by their international criminal son 
who broke U.S. law, even after there were U.S. State and Federal 
warrants issued for his arrest. 

He was allowed to enter the United States on a diplomatic pass- 
port with his father. They made a mockery of U.S. law. If Members 
of Congress are so concerned about the human rights and fair 
treatment of Saudi al Qaeda killer prisoners held in Cuba and even 
make special trips to inspect that facility at Guantanamo, why 
aren’t they outraged about what has happened to my daughters? 
Why don’t they make an exchange? My innocent daughters for the 
Saudi al Qaeda killers? If President Bush can advocate for the re- 
lease of Lori Berenson, an American woman jailed in Peru for sus- 
pected terrorism, why can’t he pick up the phone and call Crown 
Prince Abdullah and ask that my innocent daughters be allowed to 
come home? 

My daughters are forced to live in a society where 15 young 
Saudi school girls were burned alive because they were wearing the 
wrong clothing. The religious police forced them back into an in- 
ferno. My daughters could have been in that fire. This is a recent 
story in the Italian press about a little girl with an Italian mother 
and an Algerian father who was taken to the Italian Embassy in 
Algiers by her mother for asylum. The child remained inside the 
Italian Embassy for 2 years while the Italian Government nego- 
tiated for her release with the Algerian authorities. She was just 
taken back to Italy on an Italian military aircraft. 

That is how much her government cared about her. I am asking 
for your help and the help of the entire U.S. Congress to free my 
daughter and Alia’s baby. The State Department must issue a De- 
marche to the Saudi Arabian authorities to have my family re- 
turned to America immediately. This is a moral decision of con- 
science. 

As Moses pleaded with the obdurate heart of the Egyptian phar- 
aoh for the release of his people, I am beseeching you, let my fam- 
ily go. Saudi foreign minister Prince Saud bin Faisal is coming into 
town today or tomorrow. It would be a great opportunity for Mem- 
bers to approach him, a telephone call from him can release my 
daughters tonight. I am now authoring a book entitled, “At Any 
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Price, How America Betrayed My Kidnapped Daughter for Saudi 
Oil,” available in February 2003. Remember there are no hopeless 
situations. There are only men who have grown hopeless about 
them. Thank you. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Ms. Roush. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Roush follows:] 
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INTRODUCTION 

Good morning, Chairman Burton and Members of the Committee. 1 am pleased to 
participate in this panel and present you with my testimony regarding my sixteen and one half 
year struggle to free my two daughters. Alia and Aisha Gheshayan, from the kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia. 


1 have previously testified before the House International Relations Committee in 1987- 
Sub Committee for the Near East concerning violations of human rights of American citizens by 
the Saudi Arabian government. The Honorable Tom Lantos was Chair and his very powerful 
words addressing Assistant Secretary of State Marion Creekmore continue to remain with me. 

“Is this the image that you want to portray of the United States? That of the impotent giant that 
cannot get back two little innocent children from Saudi Arabia?” Secretary Creekmore’s 
response was, “I don’t think the withholding of visas to the United States for Saudis is the proper 
way to resolve this.” Several men that testified before that committee have received huge 
payoffs from the Saudi government - some as high as $25,000,000. I didn’t want any blood 
money, just my little girls. But 1 never got them back and unlike the men at the hearing who 
were paid off by the Saudis, my family and 1 were forced to pay the price - in sacrifice, tears and 
degradation at the hands of the Saudis and the U.S. Department of State. 

By way of background, for the last sixteen years I have tirelessly pioneered the issue of 
American children kidnapped and taken abroad. My relentless efforts over the years led to the 
creation of the Office of Children’s Issues at the State Department intended to advocate on 
behalf of the littlest American citizens snatched to foreign countries, and to enactment of the 
International Parental Kidnapping Act in 1993 . The Hague Treaty on the Civil Aspects of 
International Child Abduction was signed in 1987 by the United States because of the high 
profile of my case in the Congress and the press. The Office of Children’s Issues, unfortunately, 
has never been what it was intended to be, which is a place of authority that U.S. citizens can 
turn to for assistance in having their children returned from foreign countries. Instead, it is 
merely another file collecting agency of the federal government 

However, this forum is not about child abduction. The kidnapping of American children 
and taking them inside the borders of foreign nations, outside of the jurisdiction of U.S. courts is 
a tragedy and heinous crime but the retention, detention, exploitation, abuse, and lose of 
American lives in foreign countries due to the lack of intervention of the U.S. government is a 
crime against humanity and God. 

Working to free my daughters has become a ‘Mission Impossible’ assignment that I have 
accepted as part of my daily life. 1 have been successful in convincing Members of Congress to 
object to Senatorial Confirmation of certain U.S. ambassadors to Saudi Arabia and alter Arms 
Packages to Saudi Arabia because of my daughters’ kidnappings. 1 have had hand delivered 
letters to three U.S. Presidents in the Oval Office, lobbied four State Departments, and appeared 
on countless television and radio programs. A tremendous 

amount of print media has covered my story. I have traveled and spoken to countless people in 
all walks of life all over the world to try to get my daughters released from Saudi Arabia and am 
authoring a book about my story which will be available early next year. 


2 
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Before my two daughters were kidnapped my seven year old would sing with such 
delight, “Tomorrow, tomorrow, I love you tomorrow. It’s only a day away. . . ” This was her 
favor song from the movie, ‘Annie’, about a little girl who was lost and found. But the happy 
ending from the Hollywood movie never materialized for my little girls and as the Arabic folk 
expression states, “Twenty years will soon be tomorrow” became their reality. 

The girls are now women - ages twenty-three and nineteen. They were kidnapped and 
taken to the kingdom of Saudi Arabia by their Saudi National father in 1 986. They were three 
and seven at the time. This is the father they hardly knew and feared who had a documented 
history of a severe mental illness with a paranoid and violent ideation. 

His status was well known to the U.S./Saudi officials, but for the last sixteen plus years 
two American citizens, my daughters, have spent their childhood - and now their early adulthood 
- captive in Saudi Arabia without so much as a protest from the U.S. government. They languish 
in a medieval, madness filled with superstition and religious fanaticism. The country is ruled by 
a single family of corrupt, degenerative, greedy princes with an insatiable appetite for more and 
more and more. ‘The Prize’ is of course, the oil, and the stakes are high. High enough for the 
government of the United States to sacrifice any ideals and scruples they might have to keep this 
totalitarian regime operating. 

My daughters have become victims of the endless gamesmanship between U.S. diplomats 
and the Saudi family princes. Ties between the U.S. and Saudi Arabia are long and deep rooted, 
cemented by long-standing military and economic interests. The U.S. is the leading supplier of 
defense equipment and services to the kingdom. Billions of dollars of U.S. merchandise are 
exported to Saudi Arabia each year. And in turn Saudi exports to the U.S. last year totaled more 
than fourteen billion dollars. Vast amounts of seemingly unlimited money and deals have made 
the U.S./Saudi ‘special relationship’ an unflappable phenomenon. An unsinkable ship that 
everyone from entrepreneurs to U.S. Presidents has wanted to jump on. Despite the facts of 
September 11, 2001, the U.S. government still soil pedals the Saudi regime, makes excuses for 
them and does “business as usual”. 

“The United States closes its mouth, its eyes, its ears. It’s a shame on the Administration 
that they are not helping this lady. When it comes to the Saudi-American relationship, the White 
House should be called the ‘White Tent.’” (Former Saudi diplomat Mohammed Al-Khilewi who 
defected from the Saudi Mission to the United States in 1994.) 

Saudi Arabia has violated my human rights and the human rights and Constitutional 
rights afforded to my daughters as American citizens. The U.S. State Department is an accessory 
and active conspirator in the denial of these rights. The U.S. government receives benefits from 
the Saudi Arabia government in various forms which induce it to violate these rights. 

Everyone is entitled to freedom from fear. The U.S. State Department and the Kingdom 
of Saudi Avrabia have both intentionally used their great power to create fear to intimate and 
threaten me and my daughters as 1 shall explain in this testimony. 
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My daughters are victims of forced religious conversion as outlined in the Intenrational 
Religious Freedom Act, which has a special section that was written expressively because of my 
daughters’ situation in Saudi Arabia. A member of the State Department finally admitted this 
victimization during a recent briefing concerning my case. My Christian daughters were forced 
to convert to Islam and as you know, religious choice is not an option in the kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia. They could be put to death if they even spoke the name of Jesus. 

This is also an act of ethnocide. My daughters have had their culture taken away and 
been denied their heritage. Do they know that their mother’s family has been on U.S. soil since 
171 1 and fought in all the wars to keep America free? Do they even know what freedom is? 

My daughters have been stolen and kept in captivity for sixteen years - incommunicado 
with the entire world. They have no knowledge of the rest of the world except by way of Saudi 
Arabian censored television and the males that are their masters. They are denied the rule of law 
“ denial of due process. Saudi Arabia is a totalitarian state where my daughters are locked up, 
wrapped up and shut up. This is a cover picture from National Geographic Magazine showing 
that well known photograph of a young, green eyed Afghan girl on the cover twenty years 
ago. . .now wearing the dreaded burqa. The caption says, ‘Found’. 

And this is a picture of what my daughters are wearing - basic black from head to toe - 
they have no choice. The Saudi religious police can arrest, imprison or kill them for not wearing 
this garb. This little insert picture of my girls in the while dresses with puff sleeves is seventeen 
years old. It is the last picture I have of them. Underneath the picture it also says, ‘Found’. Yes, 
we found them. But they were never lost. We always knew just where they were but couldn’t 
save them from their destiny which is no different from the destiny of this poor Afghan woman. 
They also are condemned to a life behind a veil without any rights - a life of silence, submission 
and servitude. They are treated as Saudi women not American women living in Saudi Arabia. 
The Saudi government doesn’t even recognize their American citizenship. They are the property 
of their father and husband. They can be put to death by these men if the men so choose to 
dispose of them. It is called ‘honor killing’ and the price of honor for a Saudi woman is quite 
steep. President Bush has created a special White House liason for Afghan women’s rights but 
there is no one in the entire U.S. government working for my daughters’ rights as American 
women locked up in Saudi Arabia. No, 1 am told that there is nothing the U.S. government can 
do for them because under Saudi law there father and now there husband have total power and 
control over them and even Allah, himself cannot help them!!!! 

My family and 1 are also victims of extortion. We have been forced to spend hundreds of 
thousands of dollars in attempts to rescue my daughters from Saudi Arabia. This is not to 
mention the countless other ways my income has been depleted over the years such as lost time 
from work, airline tickets, huge phone bills, attorneys’ fees, detectives’ fees, years and years of 
sacrifice of money and time and the life saving of my sick, elderly mother who spent her last 
dollar to get her beloved granddaughters out of that desert. She never lived to see that day and 
died in poverty because of this. While Saudi princes, their retainers and their American counter 
parts lavished themselves in money and riches, my mother and I have lived from hand to mouth 
all these years. I sacrificed my life to get my daughters back. She sacrificed her life savings and 
her home in her old age. She begged the Saudis for a crumb and they took delight in emotionally 
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torturing a sick, old grandmother. They forced me to spend money to recover what is manifestly 
mine, my flesh and blood - my bone of my bone and blood of my blood. 

Contrary to the statements appearing in the Saudi owned press, Asharq A1 Awsat, listed 
on the official website of the Saudi Embassy (saudiembassy.net) which recently published a very 
biased, slanderous article about me concocted by the Saudi government and Gheshayan, these 
are American women not, “Saudi daughters”. This paper is available in forty two Arab countries. 
They have now made my plight an issue between the West and the Arab world. Gheshayan and I 
are on the front page with the headline caption: 

THE AMERICAN CONGRESS HOLDS SPECIAL HEARING REGARDING SAUDI WHOSE 
WIFE CLAIMS HE HAS KIDNAPPED HIS TWO DAUGHTERS 

GHESHAYAN FAMILY CLAIMS THAT ALIA AND AISHA WOULD LIKE TO LIVE 
WITH THEIR FATHER IN RIYADH AND THEY REFUSE TO LIVE WITH THEIR 

MOTHER 

Do they have a choice? Ae they free to leave of their own volition? What are the 
consequences for them if they even mentioned my name or America? 

Where was the Gheshayan family and Mr. Gheshayan when I was left to support and care 
for my infant and toddler baby girls - these so called ‘Saudi daughters’? Where was the 
Gheshayan family, Mr. Gheshayan and the Saudi princes when I worked, went to nursing school, 
got up in the middle of the night, changed diapers, and cared for my babies? 1 was all alone, 
abandoned to fend for all of us with full responsibility to come up with our next meal and a roof 
over our heads. 

The article ends with the statement: “Khalid Gheshayan and his family do not understand 
why American Embassy employees call them every three months and don’t understand that those 
two daughters are Saudi daughters and that the Embassy should not approach them as Americans 
living in their country. They should not be stated as missing for several years because they are 
Saudis not Americans. 

The American Embassy doesn’t call them every three months to be sure - every six years 
is more like it. However, the Saud government continues to use infantile ploys to place this 
ordeal and my daughters in the middle of an international chess match. The State Department, in 
its refusal to back me up and make this a State-to-State issue with the Saudis, has forced me, a 
private citizen, a mother, to stand up to the Saudi government all alone. I started out by asking 
my government to help me get my internationally kidnapped children back and now I am 
fighting the whole Aab world and the United States government to save my adult daughters 
from a life sentence in Saudi Aabia. 

The playing field is far from even and they have the great advantage - physical 
possession of my daughters and my unborn grandchild. I found out by reading this Saudi owned 
newspaper that I will be a grandmother. 1 have no knowledge of the well being or status of my 
daughters ~ none. And the little bit of information 1 have gotten over the years has been second 
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hand. National Review Magazine posed the question to Crown Prince Abdullah in April when 
he was in Crawford with the President. The caption over their little Pound Puppy photo 
read, “Hey Abdullah. How are the girls?” 1 wish 1 knew how' they are. 

Last June I found out that my daughter. Alia, was married by a telephone call from 
American Citizens Services. Mr. Bill McCollough. He said, “Ms. Roush, Ambassador Bill 
Bums (Assistant Secretary Near Eastern Bureau) is unable to meet with you and by the way, 1 
have some news that you are not going to like very much - your oldest daughter was married a 
few days ago.” I cried out in agony. This was one of my worst nightmares. The State 
Department waited so long and wouldn’t help us - wouldn’t hear our pleas and Alia grew up. 

She went from one male master controller to another. The State Department and American 
Embassy tell me they have no information about my daughters but they managed to know about 
this. They manage to know what they want to know when they want to know it but I never know 
anything. And haven’t for sixteen years. Its like I have been erased from their lives. And now it 
is extending to the next generation. I won’t be able to be with Alia during the birth of her baby. 

1 won’t hold that baby in my arms and the baby won’t know that I am Alia’s mother, her 
grandmother. They not only destroyed my mother’s twilight years but took away my 
motherhood, my children’s mother, my grandmotherhood and my grandchildren’s relationship to 
their grandmother. The Saudi government and the State Department have wiped us all out. 

A daughter’s wedding day is supposed to be one of the most wonderful days for her 
mother to share with her. Every mother dreams of seeing her little girl grow up and wear that 
beautiful, white dress - all aglow with the man she loves. It begins the journey of hope for a 
happy, blessed, adult, new life for her daughter and the husband. It’s a spiritual rite of passage 
that contains the seeds of the next generation. 

My daughter couldn’t even call me on her wedding day and tell me about it. That family 
even denied us that. 1 didn’t know who my beloved Alia married. Who is this man? How old is 
he? Is he a member of the fanatic religious police? Did her father sell her to someone who will 
beat her and rape her night after night forcing her to become nothing but a brood mare? 

I got no answers for quite awhile and several months passed by before I found out that 
her father had sold her to his favorite cousin’s son. He kept her in his family so his influence 
would be a continued presence for her until her death. 1 know nothing more than this. I am not 
allowed to have any information about my daughters unless I read about it the Saudi press. 

Last Fall I asked the Senate Foreign Relations Committee to get a clear promise from 
incoming U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia, Robert Jordan, a Bush appointee, that he would 
work for the release and repatriation of my daughters and allow me to immediately fly to Riyadh 
to meet with Alia and her new husband along with my Aisha. 

I received no response from him but Karen Sasahara at the Saudi Desk yelled at me, “We 
cannot get you into Saudi Arabia to see your children. You are so negative!” She was referring 
to the offer Gheshayan made to me at the meeting he had last August with the consul of the U.S. 
Embassy. He offered me a one hour visit with Aisha. He said 1 could come to Riyadh and have 
lunch with him and Aisha at the Marriot Hotel for one hour - no pictures, of course, and then 
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leave. I could not meet Alia because her husband was now in charge of her. When I told 
Sasahara that this was not acceptable, she accused me of being negative and uncooperative. 

After sixteen years Gheshayan allowed me a five minute telephone call with nineteen 
year old Aisha last September. She told me, “Hello, Mom. 1 love you. I love you. Come to 
Riyadh.” 

When a member of the press questioned an officer at American Citizens Services about 
this impassioned plea from my daughter he was told, “That’s a lie. Her daughter doesn’t speak 
enough English for her to tell her mother those things.” They also informed the press that the 
American embassy sees my daughters regularly and makes sure they are well cared for. 

Behind closed doors members of the State Department confessed that they haven’t seen 
my daughters in years. They have no idea where they are or how they are. As for Aisha’s 
English, her father was watching CNN when the call was made. Maybe she hears enough 
English from the television. Maybe she remembers that one night we had together when I kept 
telling her, “I love you. 1 love you.” 

She committed the expression to memory and probably told herself if] ever get another 
chance to speak to my mother, I will tell her this. Actually at the end of that 120 minute meeting 
in Riyadh in 1 995 as I was packing up their gifts that 1 brought them, Aisha ran up to me and 
threw her arms around me and said, “I love you. 1 love you.” She wouldn’t let me go. She was 
waiting to tell me that again; however, her father never gave her another chance to speak to me 
again and I never got to Riyadh. Aisha and 1 are still waiting. The Saudis may have her body but 
not her heart and soul. I hope to God he has not sold her into some Saudi’s bed. I was told by an 
anonymous source in the American Embassy that Gheshayan was very happy he found a rich 
man for Alia and is now actively looking for another rich one for Aisha, Gheshayan has five 
other children with his Saudi wife and is tired of dealing with the American embassy over Alia 
and Aisha. 

Now I’d like to briefly describe the experience of what has happened, the role of the U.S. 
State Department, the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh, the Sand princes and their agents. I shall attempt 
to explain the course of events that has happened over the last sixteen years concerning my case 
and how the ‘special relationship’ between Saudi Arabia and the U.S. government has been the 
cause that still prevents my American bom daughters, ages twenty-three and nineteen, from 
being returned to me. 

LIFE WITH THE CHILDREN 

In 1975 while 1 was a young college student living in San Francisco I met a Saudi 
Arabian national, Khalid Gheshayan, who was sent to the U.S. by the Saudi Ministry of the 
Interior and sponsored by the Saudi Educational Mission in Houston, Texas. He was given an 
‘A1 ’ visa which is a diplomatic visa by U.S. Immigration and Naturalization Service. At that 
time all the Saudi students were given a diplomatic visa in contrast to all other foreign students 
that were and are issued ‘FI student visas. This was the beginning of the preferential treatment 
he would be receiving from the U.S. government. 
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Gheshayan came from a prominent Saudi family from the Najd region of the Arabian 
desert. His grandfather allegedly rode on camels with Ibn Saud and his father worked for Prince 
Faisal bin Abdul Azziz who became King Faisal, After the King was killed by a deranged 
relative, Gheshayan’s father came to the U.S. for heart surgery at the Cleveland Clinic the same 
year that Gheshayan and 1 met - 1 975. Many Saudis come to that facility and they have built a 
special wing m that hospital for their sole use. 

In 1 978 Gheshayan’s family returned again to the U.S. for one year - staying in San 
Francisco. I met them and knew all of them well. Gheshayan and 1 were married in 1 978. I had 
graduated from the university receiving a degree in anthropology. He was in and out of school 
with a lack of scholarship, severe drinking problem and difficulty focusing with personality 
changes. 

His parents weren’t too concerned about any of this. Money came in to him from the 
Saudi Mission in Houston even if he didn’t attend school. His father and other relatives also 
gave him money, I thought that if only 1 could help him stop drinking, he would turn his life 
around- 1 became a co-dependent and tried to change him. That was a mistake in judgment I 
would regret deeply for the rest of my life. 

I pleaded with him to stop drinking and took him to an alcoholic inpatient treatment 
center at a local hospital. It was a twenty-eight day program and he left after a week. He was in 
and out of facilities for psychiatric and alcoholic problems. Let me read to you a few excerpts 
from one of the over one hundred pages of medical records from his file: 

This is the first Mary’s Help Hospital admission for this SO-year-oId Arabic 
student with a history of alcoholism over the past five years since he came to the 
U.S. as a student. He has multiple family problems associated with his 
drinking... Patient was treated with detoxification followed by rehabilitation,., He 
is not an active participant in the program with active denial and he started to 
have hallucinations and feelings of persecution and was evaluated by Dr. David 
Glass, who felt that patient was presenting with a probable paranoid schizophrenia 
and felt that he would attempt to reach his prior psychiatrist regarding appropriate 
medications. Prior to the initiations of any neuroleptic medication, the patient felt 
there was no benefit to the hospitalization and felt he should leave. 

Discharge Diagnosis: Acute and chronic alcoholism 

Alcoholic hepatitis 
Paranoid schizophrenia 

Clinical Impression; Patient with a psychotic disorder, most likely paranoid 
schizophrenia state. He is coherent, but there is some feeling of paranoia and 
suspiciousness 

Patient has been unable to straighten out his life in any organized way in the time 
that he has spend in this country. He has apparently been on student status, but 
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has not managed to obtain a degree or even pursue a course. He apparently 

spends most of his time watching television. 

After the girls were kidnapped I quickly sent these records to the State Department in 
Washington, the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh and the Saudi authorities in Riyadh. They were all 
well aware of the dangerous nature of this man and his control over the girls. 

I took care of Alia. I worked and tried to help Gheshayan straighten out his life. He 
continued to drink and was abusive to me. He got into petty fights and a DUE I couldn’t take it 
any longer and asked him leave the house. He was deported by INS three weeks after Alia was 
bom. He had gotten into a car accident, was drunk and assaulted the other driver. His visa was 
expired and the San Francisco police turned him over to Immigration. He went back to Saudi 
Arabia, then returned to British Columbia, Canada where he got into more trouble and then 
entered the U.S. again when Alia was seven rhonths old. Alia and I were peaceful when he was 
gone. He came back into our lives and quickly destroyed all that. 

One night I was holding Alia and he came home drunk and pushed me with the baby in 
my arms against the wall, pulled the telephone cord out of the wall and stammered out the door 
to the local bar. I had had enough and made him move out of the house. 

He went back to Saudi Arabia and I filed for divorce in 1981. Alia was two years old. I 
was struggling to make ends meet. He threatened that if I divorced him, he would cause trouble 
for me. Finally he came back to San Francisco with his father and they begged me to take him 
back. He said he wasn’t drinking any more and was in business with his father who was in the 
process of going into the importation business. They came in with their Brooks Brothers suits 
and I weakened, I took him back. I will regret that for the rest of my life. 

1 gave birth to Aisha in July 1982. He cut back on his drinking and there were no more 
problems with fighting and the police but he was never there for us. He left us when Aisha was 
four months old. Now 1 had two little girls to take care. 1 loved the children so much. Ws were 
everything to each other. I was glad he was out of our lives and continued to work for my goal 
of financial stability for the support of my daughters. 1 enrolled in a three year nursing diploma 
program at St. Luke’s Hospital School of Nursing in San Francisco. My degree in anthropology 
wouldn’t bring in enough money to support us and I had to do something to care for the girls. 

I went to school, worked, studied and took care of my daughters. Gheshayan was gone - 
living in the kingdom in his father’s villa with servants. 1 was quite frankly glad he was not 
around. There was always an aura of evil whenever he was present. I couldn’t put my finger on 
it for a long time - but it was evil. I was yet to discover just how much evil he could conjure up. 

He finally got a job - Saudi style. Some relative made a call for a desk job with many tea 
breaks. Actually, the whole job was a tea break. But he told me he was working and not 
drinking and I was glad for him. He started to send me a little money each month and told me he 
had really changed. 1 didn’t divorce him because I didn’t have the money for an attorney but 
was happy that 1 could just continue with school and take care of the girls. It wasn’t an easy life. 
1 would wake the girls at five in the morning so I could take them to the baby sitter and get to the 
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hospital for clinicals by seven. They were just little children. We would all sleep in the same 
bed at night. . .cuddling each other. The girls and me. 1 had one more year of school when 
Gheshayan offered us trip to the kingdom during the summer break. 1 had never been there. He 
made all kinds of promises. The girls and I went in June 1 984. He was civil and his family was 
friendly with me. He look us around the Riyadh area and then to London before we came back 
to the United States so I could finish school. We were gone for six weeks. 

Upon my arrival in San Francisco I suddenly I got very sick just before school started in 
September 1984. It was Hepatitis. I had gotten it in the kingdom. I was weak and could hardly 
walk. I had the kids, the school and a job. Gheshayan did not support us. I was extremely ill and 
finally had to drop out of school just before the semester ended. I was only six months away 
from graduation. I didn’t know what to do. I needed time and money to recuperate and 1 needed 
help with the girls. They were only five and two at that time. 

Gheshayan called and asked me to go back to Saudi Arabia. I had nothing, couldn’t care 
for the girls and couldn’t work. The bills were coming in. Since he had been so decent on the 
summer trip, I thought he had genuinely changed. That was the duel personality with the soft, 
sweet aspect that could turn into a seven headed dragon in an instant. The girls and 1 put our 
things in storage and went to Saudi Arabia in January 1 985. We lived out in the desert - on a 
piece of land his father owned. I was isolated. The girls and I clung to each other. Alia couldn’t 
go to the American school because her father was a Saudi - against the law. She was supposed 
to be in Kindergarten. She missed a few months in the travel move and I was concerned for her. 

I had no choice but put her in an Egyptian school. One day she came home and told me a boy 
had threatened her with a piece of jagged glass. There was no discipline and order at the school 
and I became afraid for her. I recuperated and got stronger. We were so outside of everything - 
so removed from the American or expat community. We didn’t even have a phone. I had to wear 
the black abaya and put the shayla over my face. I was forbidden to drive. Taxis were not safe - 
women are raped and killed if they dare enter these traps. We were miserable. I wanted to come 
home. The children wanted to come home. 

One night I was talking to Gheshayan about coming home and he suddenly jumped up, 
ran after me and chased me into the bedroom. He closed the door and threw me on the floor and 
began to kick me in the chest with his feet. 1 was screaming for him to stop and Alia was 
screaming on the other side of the door, “Mommy. Mommy.” 

After what seemed an eternity he finally stopped and I couldn’t breathe. I had a pain in 
my chest and couldn’t raise my arms up without severe pain. I asked him to take me to the 
hospital. I thought my lungs were punctured. He told me, “1 can kill you and throw you out into 
the desert and no one would even know.” 

He was right. I was in the middle of the Arabian desert with a madman and he could do 
anything he wanted to me. There was no one to help me. Alia clung to me and was crying, 
“Mommy, Mommy, are you all right? What did you do to my Mommy?” He told me he would 
take me to the hospital and, “If you tell anyone what happened. I’ll kill you.” 
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1 had a cardiac contusion, fractured breastbone and several broken ribs. I told one of the 
German doctors working at the hospital that I had been beaten by my husband and the doctor 
pretended that he didn’t hear me. He couldn’t do anything to help me. He was a foreigner and 
under Saudi law had no power. He probably saw Saudi women coming into that emergency 
department all the times with broken bones. In fact, I met an American doctor at the King Fahad 
hospital who told me he treated many Saudi women after being beaten by their husbands-very 
common. Her husband has the right to beat her. It’s the law. Gheshayan had a right to beat me 
or kill me. As he told me, “You are an American and I am a Saudi. Who are they going to 
believe?” 

I went home with the children and him. 1 secretly called the American Embassy from a 
pay phone and they told me, “If he doesn’t sign your exit visa, you will never leave and your 
children certainly wouldn’t be able to leave with you, even if by some chance you get out.” I was 
afraid for all of us. The girls and I huddled together. One night we were in the car with him in 
downtown Riyadh. The girls were in the back seat and I was in the passenger seat covered in 
black. Alia made a sigh and Gheshayan suddenly turned around and slapped her right across the 
face. She was six years old. She screamed, “Mommy, help.” I opened the car door, got out and 
pulled both girls out of the back seat. We started to walk down the dark, dirt streets - no 
sidewalks. 

I had no money, no passports, no friends, and was in imminent danger of being killed at 
any time. He pulled up along side of us in the car and said, “Get in. Where do you think you are 
going?” We got in the back seat and then he turned around and said to Alia, “And she stays 
here.” 


Alia screamed again and said, “Oh no. No.” I held her and Aisha in my arms. We were 
terrified. 

So for the next several months I did what he said and submitted to him. I convinced him 
to come back to the States and get the scholarship back. He liked that idea but he wouldn’t give 
me the money to leave. I convinced him to take me to the American embassy and they gave me a 
repatriation loan to get out. They told me he must sign my exit visa and the exit visa for the girls 
or we wouldn’t be able to get through airport security. They couldn’t help us. The girls and I 
left Riyadh in May 1985. 

We went to Chicago instead of San Francisco because 1 needed help from my family. 

We were so glad to get out of Saudi Arabia but were without any money or resources. I stayed 
with relatives, filed for divorce and went back to nursing school. After I got on my feet again, I 
got an apartment and sent for our things from San Francisco. I was one semester from 
graduating from nursing school and we would be financially all right in just a few short months. 

1 was planning on buying a house after graduation. We were free and started to be happy in our 
new lives together. We were in my old childhood neighborhood with my family. Alia was 
attending the same school my mother and 1 attended. We felt safe at last. 

My divorce was final, I was awarded sole custody of my daughters and Gheshayan was 
out of our lives forever. So we thought. 
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Just as everything was looking so good, he showed up, hired a private detective to find 
us, paid an attorney to overturn my divorce and custody degree. He followed me in a rented car, 
stalked me night and day, tried to get Alia out of her school and called me constantly. 1 went to 
the police and tried to get a restraining order and they told me he hadn’t broken any laws and 
there was nothing they could do. 

He convinced me he was in Chicago to stay and only wanted to see the girls. He said, 
“Pat, I only want to see my children. If 1 was going to take them, I would have never allowed 
you to leave Saudi Arabia with them. I just want live here and go back to school. I would never 
do that to you.” After two months of this, 1 believed him and allowed him to see the girls on a 
weekend visit. He took them. It was Super Bowl Sunday - January 26, 1986 the Chicago Bears 
were at New Orleans. 1 knew how much he hated living in Saudi Arabia and I believed him. I 
don’t know why. 

1 called the State Department - Office of Overseas Citizens Emergency and they told me, 
“You will never see your children again. They are gone. There is nothing we can do.” 

I called Gheshayan in Arabia and he told me, “Come here and do exactly what I want or you will 
never see them again. The United States cannot help you now. The embassy cannot help you. 

Go ahead and get Reagan. Alia and Aisha are never allowed to leave Saudi Arabia again.” 

If I had gone back to Saudi Arabia, he would have killed me but first he would have 
broken every bone in my body and mutilated me. Or he would have locked me up in a room all 
alone with only enough to keep me barely alive before he finally beat me to death. 

One of the punishments in Saudi Arabia for women who disobeys is ‘the woman’s room’. 

They lock up a woman in a dark, isolated room and give her only enough food for a slim 
existence. She is kept there until she goes mad. This was the beginning of my two decade 
nightmare. 

LIFE WITHOUT MY CHILDREN 

Two months after the kidnapping I contacted U.S. Senator Alan Dixon’s office in 
Chicago and began working with his assistant, Sarah Pang. We worked on this tirelessly. Sarah 
and I never stopped. We talked on the phone four times per day. I didn’t work for one year after 
he took my girls. I was on the phone begging people to help me. 1 spent money on detectives 
and phone calls and airline tickets. My mother helped with the finances. I couldn’t breathe, 
couldn’t sleep, couldn’t eat. 1 called Riyadh - the embassy - they told me there was nothing they 
could do. They couldn’t get involved. I called Gheshayan and as soon as the family heard my 
voice on the phone, they hung up. I would hear the sounds of my daughters’ voices in the 
background and his mother would hang up the phone. Gheshayan told me, “Alia only stays 
alone in the room and cries for you. We took her to the doctor and he said that she is not allowed 
to talk to you.” 

This was the man diagnosed by the American doctors with paranoid schizophrenia who 
was now in control of my little girls lives. He was the custodial parent. He ruled them - this 
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woman hater was the master of two young females. Their fate was in his hands. 1 don’t know 
how ] survived that or the next sixteen years. Or what is worse how they survived. 

Sarah Pang and 1 were very effective as a team and we got full briefings to Vice President 
George Bush just four months after the kidnapping. I wrote to every Member of Congress 
asking for their support and letters came pouring into the Saudi Embassy for the return of the 
girls. Prince Bandar had only been Saudi .Ambassador to the U.S. a short time then and he was 
quite concerned about this matter. 

Senator Dixon brought up my name on the floor of the Senate every chance he got. He 
asked that arms packages to the Saudis be delayed until the girls were returned. He spoke with 
Prince Bandar and Bandar told him he would recommend that the girls be brought home. 

There was movement in Riyadh by the Saudi Foreign Ministry and they made inquiries to 
the U.S. Embassy. I would like to read a letter dated June 3, 1 9S6 from Edward S. Walker, Jr, 
Charge d’Affaires: 

Dear Ms. Roush: 

Ambassador Cutler is away from Saudi Arabia at present. I wanted to take this 
opportunity to let you know the current situation regarding the children. 

We have been in touch with Senator Dixon’s office and, as you may have 
learned from the Senator’s staff, the Saudi Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MFA) 
answered our initial diplomatic note concerning you and your children with a 
request for more information. We supplied the information concerning your ex- 
husband’s whereabouts in a follow up diplomatic note on May 19"’, and repeated 
our interest in seeing the children. We will continue to press for your rights and 
to raise the issue for the children’s custody. 

Everyone concerned with your case is heartened by the conversation Senator 
Dixon had with the Saudi Ambassador in Washington. We hope the Prince’s 
recommendation to the Saudi authorities will lead to the outcome you desire. We 
all wanted to hear something before May 28 because the MFA, as practically 
ever>’ other Saudi ministry, has shut down until June 14 when the post-Ramadan 
Bid holiday is over. We hope that the Saudi authorities will take some action on 
Prince Bandar’s recommendation immediately after the holiday. 

We are all very much aware of your acute distress in the present 
circumstances, I sincerely hope that when we next contact you it will be to 
inform you of some positive developments in the case. 

Sincerely, 

Edward S. Walker, Jr. 

Charge d’Affaires, a.i. 
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The Embassy in Riyadh was very excited about what was happening. This was never 
done before. Bandar recommended that the girls be released and it looked like they were coming 
home. 


The response from the Governor or Riyadh, Prince Salmon, was that 1 had to go to Saudi 
Arabia to the Islamic court. I found this out on the day I took the State Nursing Board 
Examinations. I had miraculously graduated amongst all this trauma. How could I go to Saudi 
Arabia and fight for my daughters in an Islamic court? 

There was no place at the State Department for me to call for counsel except the Saudi 
Desk. The man heading the Desk at that time was David Ostroff. He kept referring to the Saudis 
as ‘their clients’. I said what about me and my daughters? What are we? He said, “We must 
look at this from the Saudis’ point of view.” He advised me that the Islamic courts were very 
fair and that it was a good idea for me to go tliere. He sent me a list of Saudi attorneys that could 
represent me in such a court. 

I told him I didn’t have a chance in an Islamic court as an American, Christian woman. 1 
called one of the attorneys on the list, Saleh Hejeilan, for advise. 1 didn’t know his background. 
He told me he was in the ‘court’ of Prince Salman and that he would do this ‘for humanitarian 
reasons’. He didn’t want any money but just wanted to help. 1 later called the consul general of 
the Embassy who informed me Hejeilan likes to get involved with things concerning the 
embassy and is very well connected. His brother is the Minister of Health. Hejeilan later 
‘defended’ the two British nurses who were accused of murdering an Australian nurse in the 
kingdom. He is the dealmaker - par excellence. He would become my nemesis along with 
Bandar and Salman. 

Hejeilan knew about all the action in Washington concerning my case. He knew about 
the Congressional interest and the arms packages, etc. He and Salman were looking for a way to 
solve this and satisfy the Gheshayan family. Finally, they thought of a way. He proposed that 
the girls be allowed to attend boarding school in London since they were English speakers. That 
way they would be out of Saudi jurisdiction and we could easily get the children from England. 
This was an easy and doable solution to this quite simple problem. Everyone would be happy. 
Maybe not Gheshayan. 

He wanted to represent the Embassy and proposed a meeting to be held in Prince 
Salman’s office. He requested that U.S. Ambassador Walter Culler be present at this meeting to 
finalize the arrangements for the sending of the girls to London. The others set to attend were 
Prince Salman, Gheshayan and of course, Hejeilan. It would be a simple agreement. Everything 
was in place. I was in constant communication with Edward Walker. We spoke several times per 
week. We were all very excited about getting the girls back. 

Then in October 1986 1 called Walker to make sure everything was in place and he told 
me, “Pat, we telexed Washington twice this week and they will not allow the Ambassador to go 
into that meeting.” I said, “What do you mean? Why not?” He repeated that he didn’t know 
why. I told him to tell Ambassador Cutler not to tell the Saudis (Hejeilan) and that 1 would talk 
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to Senator Dixon as soon as possible and get back to him. Please don’t tell Hejeilan. He 
promised he would tell Cutler. 

It was a Saturday and I called Sarah Pang at home. We tried to find Dixon on the golf 
course. About an hour later, Walker called me back. Cutler had told Hejeilan. Tliatwasil! It 
was finished! A few days later Hejeilan called me and told me, “Your State Department won’t 
help you. You own government doesn’t want you. You will see your children if and when WE 
decide.” 


He proceeded to bring a video crew into Gheshayan’s villa and invite the Consul General 
Richard LaRoche of the American Embassy who was accompanied by the Syrian foreign service 
national that worked for the Embassy, Mazen Shaban. Mr. LaRoche called me after the taping 
and said that Hejeilan tried to get the girls to say negative things about their mother and the 
United States. The girls began to cry and wouldn’t cooperate and then Gheshayan took them 
into the back room and scared them. When they came back, they did as they were told. The 
girls looked drugged and Aisha who was four was taught to say that Gheshayan’s mother was her 
mother. Alia said, “My Mommy doesn’t love me or my sister. I am not going anywhere without 
my Daddy.” Of course, Gheshayan was sitting riglit beside her. I was sent a copy of this tape 
and it has caused me a great deal of pain for many years. It is not unlike the tapes made by Terry 
Anderson or other hostages except these were little girls. 

I have included for the record copies of several unclassified cables obtained from my 
FOIA. These include the cables that were sent to the Embassy in Riyadh from the State 
Department in October 1 986 ordering them not to go into that meeting as well as inquiries from 
the Embassy to the State Department as to their position in this matter. I would like to read a 
few excerpts: 

October 1 986 

From American Embassy-Riyadh 
To SecState-Washington 

Embassy appreciates prompt response to Riyadh Reftel. We will of course adhere 
to the guidance provided. We would like, however, to seek clarification of a few 
points. 

First of ail, there is no judicial proceeding underway of anticipated in the case of 
Patricia Roush and her former husband AI-Gheshayan, We understand that the 
lawyer, Salah Al-Hejeilan, while not representing Mrs. Roush, has agreed to take 
up the case on humanitarian grounds to explore the possibility of an out of court 
settlement in Mrs. Roush’s favor. It is the view of legal experts here that if the 
case were taken to court under Sharia law it would be most unlikely that a 
resolution could be reached to the mother’s satisfaction. Accordingly, we have 
been trying to work through direct contact with key Saudi officials and the good 
offices of Mr. Al-Hejeilan to seek an out of court-accommodation whereby the 
children would be reunited with their mother. It was in this capacity that Saleh 
Al-Hejeilan had planned to represent our interests. 
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This brings us to the second point for ciarification. It had been our impression 
and, indeed, we. had been operating on the assumption that it was our duty to 
protect the welfare of U.S. citizens. As the Department is aware, iVlrs. Roush’s 
former husband allegedly abducted the two children from the United States and a 
felony warrant was issued for his arrest. He is not a U.S. citizen and according to 
official documents provided to us by Mrs. Roush he has a long history of 
alcoholism, psychiatric problems, criminal activity and failure at U.S. educational 
institutions. Under the circumstances we fell that the interests of Mrs. Roush and 
her children were our primary concern, and that it was our responsibility to do 
whatever we could, regardless of the odds against us, to help her regain custody of 
her two children. 

According to the guidance in State Reftel, we gather that we are enjoined from 
taking the posture we had adopted in favor of reunification of the children with 
their mother and must remain neutral between parents regardless of their 
citizenship and previous records. If our understanding is correct, then we must 
immediately inform Mrs. Roush and Saleh Al-Hejeilan that we must remain 
impartial under instructions from the Department. 

We would appreciate any further guidance CA, H, and L/M might have in these 
mailers. 

Cutler 

October 1986 

From: American Embassy Riyadh 
To: SecState WasliDC 

The attorney who is willing to assist Mrs. Roush, Salali Al-Hejeilan, will shortly 
open negotiations with Al-Gheshayan to reach an agreement providing for the 
shared custody of the Al-Ghcshayan children. He considers it essential to the 
success of these negotiation that he represent the embassy rather than Mrs. Roush. 
To demonstrate this, he has requested appointment by simply exchange of letters 
as ‘honorary legal advisor’ to the embassy. 

Al-Hejeilan has asked for an appointment of indefinite duration, terminable upon 
notice by either party, and not limited to the Al-Gheshayan case. Al-Hejejilan 
would provide legal advice gratis. The embassy, in reluni, would agree not to 
make unreasonable demands for service, and 'would peimit Al-Hejejilan to 
describe himself as legal advisor to the embassy for purposes of professional 
listing. Al-Hejeilan has already entered into an agreement on similar terms with 
the British ambassador. 

Al-Hejeilan is a noted local attorney whose services could benefit the embassy 
greatly m the future. We had previously sought to put a Saudi attorney on retainer 
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to assist in maters like the Roush case but could not budget the fees. This 
therefore, is an ideal arrangement from our perspective. 

The embassy requests the Department’s concurrence in the appointment of Salah 
Al-Hejeilan as ‘honorary legal advisor’ to the embassy. In view of the critical 
posture of the Al-Gheshayan case. The Department’s quickest response would be 
appreciated. 

Cutler 

But the State Department in Washington was not interested in the psychiatric records of 
Gheshayan, the dangerous position the girls were placed in, the interest of Congress, the work of 
Edward S. Walker, Jr., DCM of the Embassy and the others at the Embassy that were trying to 
get the girls out as quickly as possible before it was too late. Nor were they interested in the 
urgency of getting the girls away from a paranoid schizophrenic before he harmed these girls. 
The embassy stated, “we had been operating on the assumption that it was our duty to protect the 
welfare of U.S. citizens” and realized the situation on the ground in the country with the 
endangered children. The Department was interested solely in the ‘legality’ of the matter and 
responded with the following cable to the Embassy: 

Oct86 

Fm Secstate WashDC 
To Amembassy Riyadh Immediate 

1. Department is of the view that it is improper to uses an attorney on behalf 
of the USG in Judicial proceedings in which the USG is not a party to the 
suit. If Salah AlHejeilan should represent Mrs. Patricia Roush in legal 
proceedings to determine the custody of her two children, Alia and Aisha 
AIGheshayan, Dept would have no objection to him pointing out that the 
Embassy has a strong interest in resolving the case. But Embassy must be 
aware that Salah Al-Hejeilan cannot represent himself as the Embassy’s 
attorney in this private legal matter. 

2. Conoff may wish to refer to 7 fam 143 which sets forth, in general terms, 
the role of Conoffs in child custody cases. Of particular significance is the 
last sentence which states, “At all times, consular officers must attempt to 
maintain impartiality, regardless of the perceived relative merits of the 
case, and should avoid attempting to influence either parent in a child 
Icustody case.” 

3. With respect to Al-Hejeilan’s appointment as the embassy legal advisor, 
there is no such formal title as “embassy legal advisor” and we advise 
against entering into an agreement where U.S. would permit an attorney to 
use such a title. (FYI: The title is often used informally by attorneys whom 
we hire to provide legal advice to embassies and Dept does not police such 
informal use.) Embassy should be aware that foreign attorneys can be 
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hired and compensated for legal guidance for specific cases and not put on 
retainer. ‘Where there is recurring need for legal counsel, foreign attorneys 
are paid on hourly basis. If embassy is interested in hiring an attorney, we 
strongly urge you to consult with Dept (IVM) for parameters on the legal 
appointment’ 

Schultz 

This stance by the Department was firm despite several other cables from the embassy asking 
for the ability to go ahead with the proposal made by Hejeilan. Again, the State Department 
said, “No.” 

Oct86 

Fm SecState 

To AmEmbassy-Riyadh Immediate 

...Under no circumstance would the Department advocate the taking of sides in a 
child custody dispute, regardless of the nationality of the parents, nor would we 
be in favor of conoffs judging the merits of any child custody dispute (see 7 Fam 
181). Should embassy desire us to reiterate above to Ms. Roush, we would be 
happy to do so. 

Embassy has remarked in Reftel (A) that the attorney, Salah AlHejeilan, had 
requested appointment as legal advisor to the embassy to : “explore the 
possibility of an out-of-court settlement in Mrs. Roush’s favor.” Dept wishes to 
reiterate that Al-Hejeilan may not represent the embassy in any fashion. Whether 
formally or informally, in the child custody cases of Alia and Aisha Al- 
Gheshayan. To Reiterate point set forth in Reftel(B), we would have no objection 
to Mr. AlHejeilan informing appropriate parties that the embassy has a strong 
interest in resolving the case. . . Indeed in all child custody cases, a consular 
officer’s primary interest is in the protection and the welfare of the children, while 
recognizing the implicit legal limitations. 

FYI: Embassy may be assured that this cable represents the views of CA,L/M and 
H. 

Whitehead 

“Indeed in all child custody cases, a consular officer’s primary interest is in the protection 
and the welfare of the children, while recognizing the implicit legal limitations.” The State 
Department in Washington sent the Embassy direct quotes from the policy book to stop the 
Embassy from saving two little girls from a life of misery. Some bureaucrat from consular 
affairs or the legal department in Washington sent this order to the people of the embassy who 
were trying to negotiate for the lives of my children. They tied their hands and caused the Saudis 
to realize that the U.S. government did not care enough about these kids to send their ambassador 
into a meeting to make the agreement for the girls to leave. Some nameless, faceless government 
servant destroyed the lives of my little daughters. I don’t even know the name of this person. 

Do they know what they did? Do they care? How many more lives have they destroyed through 
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this policy. This legality. When will the Slate Department stop making draconian policy 
decisions and realize that they are dealing with human lives? 

The embassy realized who Hejeilan was and the significant role he could play in this 
matter. They had wanted a legal advisor and were told there were no funds. Now Hejeilan 
appeared in my case and wanted to represent the embassy without payment. The British 
Embassy had this arrangement with him. Just as Consul General Richard LaRoche had told me, 
Hejeilan was connected and connected to the man who could get the girls out - Prince Salman, 
one of the Sudari Seven - powerful sons of Ibn Saud. He wanted to deal and the State 
Department said - no, it is not legal. But the contraction is they are saying in the cables “their 
primary interest is in the protection and the welfare of the children” knowing full well that in 
ordering the embassy to pull back they have just signed these girls’ death certificates - a living 
death - a life sentence in Saudi Arabia. 

The paradoxical irony is that in February 1995 1 was told by Gretchen Welch, Consul 
General, U.S. Embassy-lTiyadh, “Saleh Al-Hejeilan, is the attorney for the embassy and handles 
all of our legal matters in the kingdom.” But in 1986 when the lives of my innocent daughters 
were at stake, the embassy was ordered to stay away from Hejeilan. He could not be the attorney 
for the embassy as he suggested and negotiate an out of court deal for ray daughters to leave 
Saudi Arabia. 

THE NEXT FIFTEEN YEARS 

That was the first year without my daughters. After that betrayal and the tape sent by 
Hejeilan the tauntings by Hejeilan continued. He took great glee in putting me on a string and 
dangling the carrot of my daughters in front of me. He did this to my elderly mother through 
telephone calls. He even allowed me to speak to my daughters once shortly after January 1987. 
The girls were told to tell me they hated me. Aisha was four and Alia was eight. I could hear 
Gheshayan in the background telling them to say evil things to me. These were not the words of 
my daughters but of a twisted, sick mind. Hejeilan orchestrated this phone conversation and 
taped it and even bragged about it. This would begin a long history of Hejeilan working for 
Prince Salman to emotionally and psychologically torture me. One time he told me, “You are 
being punished for going to the press and the politicians for help.” He owns property not far 
from Washington in Great Falls, VA and comes here each year around August-September. He 
goes to Walter Reed Hospital each year for a full physical examination. I thought that facility 
was reserved for U.S. military and their families. But of course, it wouldn’t be the first time the 
Saudis were able to bend the rules nor the first or last time the U.S. government would bend the 
rules for them. 

In 1 987 1 worked very hard with Senator Dixon and Sarah Pang to try to reverse the 
decisions made by the State Department and Saudi government in 1986. It was over as far and 
they were all concerned. But that didn’t stop me from trying. I was nearly out of my mind by 
this time but kept pushing forward. Senator Dixon and 1 had our first press conference in 
Washington on the first anniversary of the kidnapping. He met with several members of the 
Saudi Embassy including Rehab Mahsoud who is number two there now. The Saudi Embassy’s 
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long time attorney, Fred Dutton, was also there as was Undersecretary of State Ed Derwinski, an 
old friend of Dixon’s from Illinois politics. 

Dixon asked them to please cooperate and return the girls on a humanitarian basis 
between friends. He brought up Gheshayan’s background. The Saudis and Dutton told the 
senator that even if Gheshayan was found to be unfit as a father (very unlikely in Saudi society) 
the girls would never, never to allowed to come back to their mother. They would be given to 
another male member of their family. They belonged to that family. Case closed. Dixon was 
furious. He told them he would bring this matter up every chance that he could in the U.S. 

Senate and whenever there was a forum or deal concerning the Saudis, he would shine a light on 
this matter. The Saudis stormed out and Alan Dixon was at war with them. He brought the case 
up all the time and tried hard for two years - arms packages, press conferences, floor of the U.S. 
Senate. He co-sponsored the signing of the Hague Treaty in 1987 because of my situation. 

] told Sarah we needed to make this crime a federal felony offense and extradite these 
criminals back to the U.S. to stand trial. We needed to send a strong message to foreign 
countries that the United States would not stand by and allow its children to be taken away by 
foreign nationals. She spoke to Dixon and he started working on what would become the 
International Parental Kidnapping Act. 1 also told Sarah that we needed a special office at the 
State Department that we could turn to for help. In October 1987 Senator Dixon and I and a few 
other parents met at the State Department. They were forced to open the Office of Children’s 
Issues. A new U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia was confirmed, Hume Horan, an Arab scholar 
and foreign service diplomat who spoke fluent Arabic. Dixon asked to meet with him before he 
flew to Riyadh. He was most agreeable to try to help within the constraints placed upon him by 
the Department. He even called me on Christmas Day 1987 and said he was watching the 
movie, “Miracle on 34'^ Street” and thought about me and my girls. Just wanted to wish me a 
‘Merry Christmas’. 

The Sauds continued to rebuff any efforts and 1 was beyond grief. Congresswoman Lynn 
Martin of Rockford, Illinois took up my cause and hand delivered several letters from me to 
George Bush over the years. He didn’t want to get involved. Senator Dixon’s office began a 
‘Dear Colleague’ letter to King Fahad asking for the girls to be released. It was signed by fifty 
four U.S. Senators and delivered to the King’s palace in March 1 988. This was the same time 
that the U.S. found out that the Saudis had clandestinely purchased silkworm missiles from 
China a few years before. Human Horan was sent in to confront them on this matter and they 
shortly after that asked him to leave, non persona gratis. 

I would like to read a short excerpt from The Washington Post: Marriage of Convenience 
by David Ottaway and Robert Kaiser that explains this event: 

A Secret Deal 

Secrecy is a regular feature of Saudi-American interactions. It was an important 

part of the worst moment in the relationship between the 1973 oil embargo and 

Sept. 1 1 . Once again, Bandar was the central actor. Though the Saudis were easily 

America's biggest customer for armaments, they resented the process they had to 
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go through to acquire the most advanced U.S. systems. Twice they survived 
showdown votes in Congress when friends of Israel opposed the sale of advanced 
aircraft to them. And on other occasions administrations had to evade 
congressional opposition to sell weapons to Riyadh. The United States refused to 
sell some kinds of advanced weapons to the Saudis, including missiles. So the 
Saudis bought from other countries, too, including Britain, France and — in one 
deal that caught the United States by surprise — China. In secret talks that began 
in China in 1985, Bandar negotiated a billion-dollar purchase of Chinese CSS2- 
class missiles with a range of about 1,500 miles, or enough to reach Turkey and 
Israel from Saudi territory. The United States — and Israel — failed to discover 
what was going on for two years. When intelligence agencies in both countries 
realized what had happened, they were livid. 

The State Department instructed flume Horan, the recently arrived U.S. 
ambassador in Riyadh, to see King Fahd in March 1988 to deliver a stem message 
expressing "surprise and disapproval of this action,” as Horan recalled in an 
interview. Horan had served as the No. 2 man in the embassy from 1972 to 1977. 
He had wide-ranging contacts in Saudi society. He was known in the foreign 
service as America’s best Arabic linguist and as a scholarly student of the Arab 
world. He was the son of an Iranian aristocrat who had been Iran's foreign 
minister and an American mother, a fact known to the Saudis, who have never 
liked the Iranians. 

Horan said he knew the king would be offended by the verbal spanking he had 
been ordered to deliver, so he called Washington to confirm that officials there 
understood the import of their instructions. Yes, he was told — deliver the 
message. He did so. When he returned to the embassy, he found a new telegram 
from Washington revoking his previous instructions — which he had just carried 
out. “My goose was cooked,” he recalled. 

Bandar had persuaded senior officials of the Reagan administration not to deliver 
an official protest to Fahd. Bandar reassured the Americans that the missiles 
would be deployed in a way that made clear they were no threat to Israel. They 
had a conventional warhead and were intended to deter Iraq and Iran, Saudi's 
traditionally hostile neighbor, and would be used only in retaliation, the Saudis 
said. 

The administration sent Philip Habib, a retired undersecretary of state then 
serving as a special Mideast peace envoy, to Riyadh to try to mend fences with 
Fahd. Habib brought Horan to his meeting with the king, a diplomatic mission 
that has never previously been described. 

Fahd was clearly furious with the ambassador, Horan recounted, and asked Habib, 
in front of him, to have Horan replaced. When Habib raised the issue of the 
missiles, the king said angrily that he had told Horan “to keep his nose out of it.” 
He complained to Habib about Horan's Iranian ancestry. 
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The Reagan administration decided to quickly replace Horan by bringing back his 
predecessor, Cutler, also a foreign service professional, but not an Arabic speaker 
and scholar like Horan. The decision was so quick that even before Horan could 
leave the country, the State Department asked him to seek Saudi approval for 
Cutler’s reappointment as ambassador. This was a mission that humiliated Horan, 
as he makes clear nearly 14 years later. "They made us kowtow," he said. 
Successfully forcing the Americans to replace their ambassador gave the Saudis a 
palpable psychological edge in their dealings with the United States. “The 
Aimerican ambassador’s influence ended in Riyadh," Horan said. Henceforth, 

Bandar dominated the relationship in "Washington. 

“Let's face it,” said Edward S. Walker Jr., former assistant secretary of state for 
Near Eastern affairs, “we got a lot of money out of Saudi Arabia.” 

Thus began a new era in the ‘special relationship’ whereby the Saudis dictated what type of 
ambassador they wanted and no ambassador since Hume Horan has been an Arabic speaker. 

Now the Saudis insist that all ambassadors are political appointees from the administration. They 
don’t want to deal with these mere foreign service types. They want a direct line to the 
president. And Bandar is unleashed in Washington. It is purported that he is allotted something 
like $70,000,000 per year for lobbying. 

So Hume Horan was out and the Saudis wanted Walter Cutler back for a second time. 

But why? I asked Senator Dixon to place an objection on the confirmation of Cutler. He did so. 

In the meantine, my old friend, Hejeilan, showed up once again in ray life. He knew about the 
objection of Cutler by Dixon so he asked me to meet him in New York at his suite at the Waldorf 
Astoria. He then told me, “You know, Mrs. Roush, Prince Salman likes Walter Cutler very 
much and if Mr. Cutler is back in Riyadh, things could go very well for you. I would sponsor 
you into the kingdom and arrange to accompany you to all the important princes. Things would 
look very favorable for you concerning your daughters. But Walter Cutler must be in Riyadh.” 

After that meeting I flew to Washington to meet with Walter Cutler and Assistant 
Secretary of State Joan Clark. Several other members of the State Department were also in 
attendance. I told them about Hejeilan’s new offer and asked Cutler if the objection were 
removed from his confirmation, and I was allowed into Saudi Arabia, would he go with me to 
the Saudi princes and ask them for the release of my daughters. He immediately turned to Joan 
Clark and asked, “Is this legal?” She assured him that it would be legal and I told him I wanted 
his assurances on this. He said yes, he would do it, if allowed back as ambassador. 

Cutler then went to Dixon’s office and asked Dixon to release the objection. He said, “I 
can’t do anything for Pal Roush unless I am in the country.” Dixon shook his hand and Cutler 
arrived in Riyadh in August 1988. He then never, never returned any of my calls, nor the calls of 
Senator Dixon. And Hejeilan then totally backed out of any promises he made to me. He told 
the embassy he wouldn’t sponsor me into the kingdom and that was it. 
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Cutler got what he wanted. The State Department got what they wanted and the Saudis 
got what they wanted and 1 was betrayed and duped again by this very special relationship. 

The Washington Post states; 

Americans who have worked with the Saudis in official capacities often l eiiiain 
coimected to them when they leave public office, from former president George 
H.W. Bush, who has given speeches for cash in Saudi Arabia since leaving office, 
to many previous ambassadors and military officers stationed in the kingdom. In 
some cases, these connections have been lucrative. Walter Cutler, who served 
two tours as the U.S. ambassador in Saudi Arabia, now runs Meridian 
International Center in Washington, an organization that promotes international 
understanding through education and exchanges. Saudi donors have been "very 
supportive" of the center, Cutler said. Walker, the former assistant secretary of 
state for Near Eastern affairs, is president of the Middle East Institute in 
Washington, which promotes understanding with the Arab world. Its board 
chairman is former senator Wyche Fowler, ambassador to Riyadh in the second 
Clinton administration. Saudi contributions covered $200,000 of the institute’s 
$1.5 million budget last year. Walker said. 

Bandar has told associates that he makes a point of staying close to officials who have 
worked with Saudi Arabia after they leave government service. "If the reputation then builds that 
the Saudis take care of friends when they leave office," Bandar once observed, according to a 
knowledgeable source, "you'd be surprised how much better friends you have who are just 
coming into office." 

A perfect example of tliis would be Wyche Fowler, Jr. who succeeded Raymond Mabus 
as U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia in 1 996. I will discuss this matter in a short time. 

But first let’s go back to October 1 988. After this last experience I was totally exhausted 
and spiritually, mentally, emotionally and physically drained. 1 could hardly go on. 1 asked the 
State Department for at least a visit with my daughters. I have not seen them for almost three 
years. 

They sent a letter to the Saudi embassy and the Saudi response was, . .it was not in the best 
interest of the children to see their mother.” By this time Gheshayan had remarried, had another 
child with his Saudi wife, and forced my Christian daughters to convert to Islam. 

As sited from another unclassified cable, “Aha has become a very good moslem. She 
loves to study tire Koran and pray. He is taking her to Mekkah to perform Umra.” Gheshayan 
hadn’t changed though. I had asked an associate who was on a business trip to Saudi Arabia to 
try to airange to see my daughters through the embassy. This of course, was denied but he did 
meet with Gheshayan and an embassy consular officer. During this meeting Gheshayn became 
agitated and said, “. . .the meddling into his private life had to stop. He said if it didn’t, he would 
send someone to kill Ms. Roush.” This is taken as a direct quote from an unclassified cable - 
October 86. (Copies are submitted for the record) 
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After that threat and the refusal of the Saudi Embassy to issue me a visa to visit my 
daughters, 1 became very distraught. I had nowhere to turn. 1 moved back to California. 1 hired 
teams to covertly take the children out of Saudi Arabia but they failed and lost all my money and 
the life savings of my mother. 

Then the invasion of Kuwait happened. I called the Embassy and they said my daughters 
were not in the least bit of jeopardy. Riyadh was safe. I was hearing the weather report in 
Riyadh every night on the news and seeing big holes where scud missiles were landing where my 
children lived, people were putting gas masks on and we sent the biggest deployment of troops 
since WWII and the embassy told me my daughters were safe. They did nothing to even help me 
get into Saudi Arabia to see them. We were defending the Saudis from Iraq, Aimericans were 
being killed and yet the State Department told me I could not see my American children. 

I lived in absolute hell for the next ferv years. I had no contact with my daughters and no 
one saw them. 1 never had a photograph or a telephone call. Finally in September 1 994 I called 
the State Department and told them 1 absolutely had to see my daughters. This was not human. It 
had been ten years. 

There was a newly appointed U.S. Ambassador - Raymond Mabus — former governor of 
Mississippi and political appointee of the Clinton administration. He became very interested in 
my case and went back to Salman to ask that I be granted a visit with my daughters. They called 
Gheshayan into Salman’s office and according to the consular office at the embassy, he was 
extremely agitated and excited. He would not sign the non objection letter allowing me to enter 
the kingdom until Salman leaned on him quite hard. I was given a two month visa signed by 
Bandar and was told that 1 would be able to see my daughters every day for as long as 1 wished. 
When in fact I was able to see my daughters for a total of 120 minutes and I was in Saudi Arabia 
for twenty one days. 

Of course, Hejeilan came back into the picture. He organized the whole thing like a Cecil 
B. DeMille production. I was escorted to the Intercontinental Hotel by four members of the 
American Embassy. Someone from Hejeilan’s office was present. Gheshayan and his brother 
brought the girls. They both searched the room for cameras and took my four cameras away. I 
was told that if I ever took a picture of them, I would never be able to see them again. After a 
long protest by me to see the girls without Gheshayan and his brother in the room with us, they 
left in the room and stood guard right outside the small room off the lobby of the hotel. Mazen 
Shaban, the Syrian FSN from the American embassy who was present for the Hejeilan taping 
years before translated for Aisha. 

The girls were dressed in black from head to toe. Where were my little girls? I didn’t 
recognize them. They were thirteen and sixteen. The last time 1 saw them was ten years before 
when they were three and seven. The Consul General brought them into the room and I just 
threw my arms around them and kissed them and kept telling them I loved them. At first they 
just stood there with tears running down their faces like little toy soldiers taught not to show 
emotion. Little did I know that even though I was told I would see them everyday, the girls were 
told that this would be the one and only time they would see me. These girls were kidnapped 
from their mother, forced to stay in this desert with a man and family they feared, and then after 
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ten years are told that they will be allowed to see the mother that they were tom away from, but 
only for two hours. 

Then they will never see their mother again. 

This is not even human. Even Saudi princes have mothers. Even the State Department 
legal officers have mothers. I sat on the sofa with Alia on my left and Aisha on my right. Mazen 
sat on a chair to the left. He translated everything I said into Arabic. 1 told them I had been 
trying to get them out from the beginning. Alia said, “My father told us that you left us here.” 

I told her, “But you know that is not true. You remember what happened. Alia. He took you from 
me and he almost killed me. You remember.” She nodded her head, yes. 

“But how can we leave? 1 don’t have a passport and my father will never let us leave?” 

“Alia, 1 am working with the American ambassador and I will get you out. Don’t worry. 
You will get out of here. I will never stop until you are free.” 

She was not convinced that I could do that but she wanted to leave. “They never let me 
do anything. They watch me all the time,”she said. “No one comes to the house unless they are 
family.” 

Then suddenly Gheshayan’s brother unexpectedly walked into the room. Alia’s dark 
eyes flashed and her muscles tensed as she stared at her uncle. He sat down and tried to make 
conversation with me. The girls gazed downward and made no eye contact with him, A posture 
of submission took over them. When he left, 1 placed a small silver bracelet with garnets (Navajo 
jewelry that was one of my favorite pieces) on Aisha’s wrist. “Wear this and remember me,” 

The girls had told their father they wanted me to bring them levi jeans from the United 
States and I brought them levi 50 1 s and of course, a photo album with our pictures together for 
them to keep. 1 hoped that their father would not take it away from them. 1 gave Alia a copy of 
her favorite childhood song, ‘Tomorrow, Tomorrow, ! love You Tomorrow, It’s only A Day 
Away.’ 


Then Gheshayan’s brother came back in and said it was late and they had to leave. I told 
the girls I would see them tomorrow. Aisha threw her arms around my waist and wouldn’t let 
me go - “I love you. I love you. Bukra, inshallah.” (1 will see you tomorrow, God willing.) 

Alia, was trying to be brave with no tears but at the last minute, she broke down and said, 
“Mamma. Mamma. Don’t leave us here. Mamma take us with you. They said we will never see 
you again. No, Mamma.” 

1 said it wasn’t true and I had an order from the emir that I could see them everyday. 
Don’t worry. 1 would see them tomorrow. 1 would have the American embassy call their father 
for the time and place. Don’t worry. Alia, 

They then placed the black veils over their faces and walked out into the lobby of the 
hotel. 1 stood at the doorway and blew them kisses. My last image of them is Aisha standing in 
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that lobby with that black abaya around her little body and the black shayla over her face waving 
to me while I blew her a kiss. Alia was trying to be brave, as usual, and she wouldn’t look back 
but couldn’t help it and at the end, she suddenly turned around to catch one last look at her 
mother. She waved at me under the veil. 1 never saw them again. 

I didn’t sleep that night and went to the American Embassy early the next moming. 
Gheshayan called while I was there He yelled at the officer and said 1 could not see them again 
because I talked about the United States with the girls. It was impossible for me to see them 
again. 


Ray Mabus was not in Riyadh. He was traveling about the kingdom on official business. 

I was stuck in the Sheraton for tw'enty-one days. I went to the Governor’s Office accompanied by 
Mazen Shaban and Myles Webber, consular officer. This is Prince Salman, Hejeilan’s boss. He 
refused to see me. Instead the Deputy Governor Bolead who knew this whole affair very well, 
met with us. Mazen clued me in, "Pat, ask for everything you want now. Don’t delay. Now is 
your chance.” 

With Mazen and Myles on each side of me I sat in this huge majlis, sipping Arabic coffee 
with the scent of incense everywhere. I asked this servant of Salman for the release of my 
daughters. 1 asked that they be allowed to leave Saudi Arabia with me. 

He said, “No. It is not possible.” 

We then left and went outside the enormous wooden doors of the palace into the concrete 
parking lot known by the Americans and expats as ‘headchoppers square. This is where the 
public executions take place every Friday. You can see the bullet holes and places on the ground 
where the blood has been cleaned up. I went back to the Sheraton. 

Ray Mabus had a meeting arranged with Gheshayan at Prince Salman’s office. He 
brought the deputy chief of the mission and the chief political officer with him. Gheshayan kept 
them waiting for over one hour. He walked in and immediately insulted Mabus. Mabus asked 
that the girls be allowed to leave with me. He said he would give Gheshayan his word as U.S. 
ambassador that the girls could return back to Saudi Arabia. He would arrange for all 
international warrants for Gheshayan to be dropped. He would issue visas for him and his family 
to enter the United States anytime and come up with a document where this could all be settled 
quite amicably. Gheshayan called Mabus a liar and insulted him further. He walked out of the 
meeting. 

Ray Mabus called me after the meeting. He said, “Gheshayan blames you for everything, 
Pat. He said it is all your fault. Pat, this guy is the meanest man in the world. I offered him a 
good deal and he called me a liar. I gave him my word.” 

I told Mabus 1 was leaving. I couldn’t take it anymore. I was there almost one month. 
Ray Mabus told me, “Don’t worry, Pat. 1 will do everything 1 can to get your little girls out of 
Saudi Arabia. I will go to all the major Saudi princes until I get the answer we want. Just 
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remember that this embassy cares about you and your girls. Go home and rest easy now. I will 
get your daugliters back for you.” 

He kept his word. He did everything he said he would do. He went to many of the most 
powerful Saudi princes including; Minister of Foreign Affairs; Prince Saud bin Faisal; Minister 
of the Interior: Prince Naif bin Abdullah Azziz; Governor of Riyadh: Prince Salman bin 
Abdullah Azziz; Saudi Ambassador to the United States: Prince Bandar bin Sultan and Crown 
Prince Abdullah. 

He brought the matter up at every meeting with these princes. They were not opposed to 
the idea of the return of my daughters when it was presented with authority. Mabus told me he 
had met with Foreign Minister Prince Saud bin Faisal and Faisal requested a diplomatic note on 
this matter. Mabus had that note delivered to the prince’s office by 5 p.m. that same night. He 
did this with authority and got results. 

Prince Saud sent Mabus a diplomatic note in response. It stated that the daughters of 
Patricia Roush could go to the United States to visit their mother in the summer of 1 996 . This 
was the first time we had something in writing from the Saudis. 1 was thrilled with this news. 

Mabus called me one day and said, “Pat, I have some good news for you. I went to see 
Saud ai Faisal yesterday and I asked him for an update about your case. And he said that Prince 
Naif is bringing her husband in. He said we are going to convince him of this. He said you have 
made a good proposal, a genuine proposal and we’re trying to implement it. We think this is the 
way to go. He said I brought it up with Prince Naif and he is calling Gheshayan in to take this 
proposal. It should this week and we will let you know.” 

In another call Ray Mabus told me: “I had a long talk witli Bandar about your case. He 
said this is a very reasonable thing. Why won’t this guy do it? And then I told him that Barbara 
Walters is about to do this thing. And he said, T know that too. 1 was at a party with Barbara 
Walters and she said they were going to do it.’ He said this is a very reasonable thing,” 

Unfortunately, shortly after that conversation Barbara Walters had with Bandar 
concerning the airing of my interview with her, 20/20 dropped the piece altogether. Bandar’s 
arms are long. 

Concerning Prince Naif who is the Minister of the Interior and in control of the Saudi 
secret police, Ray Mabus got his absolute support as he relayed to me in another telephone 
conversation: 

“1 have seen the Minister of the Interior and he is aware of this. I just sent a cable 
down. He said, T’m very hopeful that we are going to be able work something 
out. It seems we have a very reasonable solution.’ Tire Ministry of the Interior 
and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs are really working together on this. Saud a1 
Faisal seems to be very serious and the Minister of the interior knew all about it. 

I went back. 1 had two meetings there. And 1 had custody matters for him and 
he’s blown me off on every one of them but not this one. He said we are not 
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going to do that. ‘This one,” he said, ‘this one we are going to try to vrork this 
one out.’] told him, I said this one is personal. I want you to do this one for me. 

This is it.” 

] asked Mabus to hold the visas to the United States of the entire Gheshayan family. He 
did this and it was a very effective weapon to use to pressure them to release my daughters. The 
family was livid. Gheshayan was on everyone’s blacklist. This is an important family with 
access to the crown prince and they come to the United States often for a variety of reasons from 
Disneyland to military missions to health care. They were all tingry at Gheshayan for causing 
them this trouble with the American Embassy. 

While this was going on it was discovered that Gheshayan’s mother and brother (the 
same one that accompanied his to the hotel that night I saw my daughters) had squeezed through 
this visa hold and entered the United States. Mabus called me and told me was sorry that this 
oversight had happened and that he gave strict orders that the next time someone in the visa 
section allows a mistake like this to happen and someone else with the name Gheshayan gets into 
the United States, they will be fired. 

At first the embassy was questioning Mabus’ authority to do this. They had never been 
able to fight back before and they weren’t used to it. Mabus told me, “I told them to do it 
because the ambassador said so. That’s why.” 

.And they loved it. For the first time these consular employees had leverage and it felt 
good. I was totally heartened by all this. 1 couldn’t believe it was happening. It appeared that 
my daughters would be released imminently Mabus was heartened and the embassy was 
heartened. Mabus told me that he had the fall blessing of the State Department to do this. They 
certainly did not stop him. But he was a political appointee and used his independence to get 
results. He was a hero. I believe the Saudis respected him, also. He was certainly not a “yes” 
man and the Saudis can appreciate that. 

The situation was heating up and tw'o important players in the Gheshayan family were 
asking for visas. One was a lieutenant colonel in the Saudi Air Force who wanted to lead a 
training mission into the United States and the other was a retired general in the Saudi National 
Guard which is controlled by the crown prince. The genera! had cancer and wanted to go to 
Houston for treatment. Mabus said no to both of them. 

The getieral went to the crown prince for assistance. Mabus was called in. The general, 
crown prince and Ray Mabus were all sitting there. Mabus told me: 

“The crown prince said here he is. He needs a visa . He has cancer and if he 
doesn’t get to go, he will die. And 1 said well. I’ll be happy to give him a visa but 
let me tell you why 1 held it up. And 1 went through this thing. And the crown 
prince is an interesting guy because the thing that matters to him most is honor 
and justice. I looked at him and I said, I met this guy, Khalid Gheshayan and he 
was rude to me. And now he will not see our people and he will not Jet the 
mother see these daughters even for the summer. And 1 said so 1 am stopping the 
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whole family from traveling. And the crown prince said you did exactly right. If 
this guy is rude to women, you did exactly right. He called Abdul Mohsen Ah 
Tuajery, who is his top aid over and talked to him. He appointed him to help get 
this done. I need your help your royal highness to get Khalid Gheshayan to sign 
these papers allowing the girls to go to their mother. And he said 1 will help you 
do this.” 

It was a quid pro quo. Mabus saved the life of one of the crown prince’s generals in 
exchange for the freedom of my daugliters. It was finished - a done deal. But it wasn’t done 
yet. Mabus told me he was going to resign as ambassador for personal reasons. I was in agony. 

1 knew what would happen, Mabus reassured me and said, “Pat, don’t worry. 1 have made 
believers out of these guys at the embassy, ] will fully brief the incoming ambassador who is 
also a political appointee. Nothing is going to happen. We are at the finish line. 1 wish 1 could 
be here when they come home, but 1 have to go back to Mississippi. I miss my girls.” 

Two weeks later the Khobar Towers were blown up. Mabus was gone and Ted Katouf 
was the Charge. Richard Hermann was Consul General. They hardly spoke to me and the mood 
had changed. 1 called Dick Herman and asked why they didn’t go back to the point man from 
the crown prince’s office - the one the crown prince assigned to help Mabus with the final 
arrangements for the release of my daughters. He denied that he knew about thi.s man. He said 
he didn’t know Iris name and 1 reminded him of the name. No answer. No action. 

I called Mazen, he said, ‘Pat, you can’t believe what has happened here. That lieutenant 
colonel went to the Saudi general who went to the American general and they forced Dick to 
issue him a visa. It was a very big deal, Pat. Dick had to issue him that visa. He was under a 
tremendous amount of pressure.” 

Of course, the general had been given a visa by Ray Mabus in exchange for the release of 
the girls. He went to Houston for cancer treatment and the girls remained in Riyadh with 
Gheshayan. 

Finally, in August Wyche Fowler, Jr., the new political appointee arrived in Riyadh as 
U.S. ambassador. Ray Mabus fully briefed him on the urgency of the situation. 1 sent him a 
long, detailed fax concerning the background and what Mabus had accomplished and what we 
needed him to do. No response. I called the ambassador’s office. The secretaries knew me very 
well from the Mabus term. We were quite friendly. They confirmed that Fowler had received 
all my faxes and messages. One day 1 called and asked to speak with Fowler. The secretary 
said, “Pat he is not here but is in Jeddah at the consul. Can I put you through to his office?” 

Fowler picked up the telephone and w'as surprised that I was on the line. I asked if he had 
received my faxes. He denied receiving them. 1 explained that we needed his help. Ray Mabus 
was on the verge of getting my girls out of Saudi Arabia and it was up to him to just make the 
contact for us. It was finished - all wrapped up. We had the promise of the crown prince. My 
girls could come home. He said to me, “Ms, Roush, I am in the middle of an Iraqi war here and 
don’t have time right now to deal with. I am aware of your situation and you are not doing one 
bit of good by cross examining me.” 
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He treated me like an impertinent schoolgirl who was way out of line by even speaking to 
him - the very distinguished U.S. ambassador to Saudi Arabia. He wished he’d never picked up 
that phone and now he was dismissing me. The idea of my daughters didn’t interest him in the 
least. And I was soon to find out just what was interesting Mr. Fowler and it wasn’t an Iraqi war. 

Associated Press: July 3, 1997 

The State Department is seeking clarification from former Senator Wyche Fowler 
about how much he is telling a young Scottish woman about his new role as U.S. 
ambassador to Saudi Arabia. 

In a letter uncovered in a Scottish newspaper, Fowler, 55, tells his 24-year old pen 
pal that the Saudis are “elegant, candid and have a good sense of humor. We 
trade tales and laughs.” U.S. officials confirmed the authenticity of the letter. 

Fowler, who was posted went to Saudi Arabia last August, says in the letter he 
has been “meeting influential Saudis, including the King, Crown Prince and his 
cabinet.” He adds: “I’ve been working very hard.” 

State Department spokesman, Nicholas Bums said Friday that U.S. officials are 
seeking clarification about the matter from Fowler, a former Georgia senator. 

Other officials said they wonder how much Fowler shared with his friend about 
his work. 

The friend is Josephine Morton, 24, a physiotherapist and sports shop manager, 
whose relationship with Fowler was first disclosed in November by the Glasgow 
Evening Times, which sent a copy to The Washington Post, The Scottish 
newspaper said they had met on an airplane last summer. 

“I do hope we will see each other soon,” the letter said, “I will work on it. 1 
would love to see Scotland through your laughing eyes.” 

He said he will visit “when 1 have no agenda - such as asking permission to 
launch air strikes against other Islamic nations from Saudi territory.” 

That was an apparent reference to the Saudi refusal to allow use of their territory 
for air strikes against Iraq last summer. 

Fowler, who is married, began the letter by saying, “It was wonderful to hear your 
voice last night - your accent being more lilting and lovelier than mine.” 

He met her in the Summer 1996 when he was just arriving in Saudi Arabia to take over as 
ambassador. He had time to cheat on his wife and write silly, ridiculous love letters to a girl half 
his age but not to merely go back to the crown prince and or call his assistant and iron out the 


30 



78 


details of my daughters’ release from the kingdom. He joked and laughed with these amusing 
princes but couldn’t bring himself to say, “Hey about those Gheshayan sisters.” 

No. Wyche Fowler had other things to do which didn’t include the release of my girls. 
The entire embassy changed towards me after he took over. He lifted the ban on visas for the 
Gheshayan family and they all got to come into the United States. It was party time and Fowler 
was in the middle of it all. 

1 was sick. I don’t know how 1 managed to stay alive after that. I called Ray Mabus in 
Mississippi. He was going back to the White House to meet President Clinton in December 
1 996. He told me he would personally take a letter from me to Clinton. He delivered it and 
again spoke to Clinton about the dire straits my daughters were in. Clinton said he would 
appoint someone to look into it. Nothing happened. 

In April 1997 The San Francisco Examiner Sunday Magazine featured a ten page story 
about me and ABC television was preparing to air a segment I taped for 20/20. Wyche Fowler 
was very aware of this press. He sent my former attorney, Michael Wildes of Wildes & 
Weinberg, a fax and then Mr. Wildes called Mr. Fowler. 

Fowler claimed that he spend one hundred hours on my case and he got nowhere. He had 
exhausted every possibility except a deal Hejeilan was proposing for another ‘visit’ in the 
kingdom for me. There are no other legal avenues. He said, “If Pat Roush doesn’t return here to 
see her children, she can let the chips fall where they may. I feel you’re crossing the line, Mr. 
Wildes. The deal is dead. The deal is dead.” 

Michael Wildes said to Fowler, “That means the girls are forgotten, then, Why not do 
what Ray Mabus did?” 

Fowler replied, “Why not get Ray Mabus then? You seem to get my name in the papers. 
The ball is in your court. The Saudis trust me, Mr. Wildes. Take it or leave it.” 

He then pulled Hejeilan out of the bag again and those two came up with a plan to try to 
shut me up. They offered me another two hour visit with my poor daughters in prison. After all I 
had been through for eleven years 1 was back to square one. I was so close - promises from the 
highest Saudi authorities and now this. 1 was numb. 

Hejeilan, as usual, seized the moment. He couldn’t pass up a chance to torture me. He 
was quiet when Ray Mabus was ambassador. Mabus didn’t need him to do any dirty work for 
him. Mabus was a man of integrity and authority but he was gone now. Hejeilan was back to his 
old tricks. He had wined and dined all the U.S. ambassadors to Saudi Arabia that 1 had known 
and they have all been guests at his palace. He shuttled back and forth between Geneva, 
Switzerland, Nice, London, Paris, New York, Riyadh and of course his place out in Great Falls 
once per year so he could get a complete physicial at Walter Reed Army Hospital. 1 know all 
these things because 1 was baited time after time by him and his office always let me know 
where 1 could find him. 1 have all the telephone numbers all over the world for this man. 
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He immediately dictated another supplicant letter for me to sign. He had bullied me into 
signing such dribble at other times when he promised to help me. He wanted me to grovel on my 
knees before him for my children. Let me read to you this last supplicant letter he faxed for me 
to sign. 


May 1997 
Dear Sheikli Salah: 

I wish to express my heartfelt gratitude that you will be sponsoring, yet again as 
in 1995 a visit with my two daughters in Saudi Arabia. 1 recognize the continued 
high level of your assistance and support since the I980’s, including your 
undertaking once again to cover the cost of air fare and up to $2,000 towards hot 
accommodations in connection with my visit. 

1 wish to assure you that I have only complimentary remarks to make about your 
involvement in this matter. 1 deeply appreciate the humanitarian and 
compassionate motivation on which you have come to my assistance. I shall 
during my visit abide by all Saudi Arabian rules and regulations and shall adhere 
to Saudi Arabian customs, religious practices and cultural sensitivities. I shall be 
guided in my actions and statements while in Saudi Arabia by the U.S. Embassy, 
by my lawyer Mr. Michael Wildes and by your law firm. 

I look forward with great anticipation to seeing my daughters again and to sharing 
so many experiences with them, however short the time we can spend together. 

I sent it back to him with the caption: Give this to the sheikh! I would not be duped or 
humiliated by Elejeilan, the Saudi princes he represented and the State Department again. 

In the Fall of 1997 Fowler’s confirmation hearing came up before the Srmate Foreign 
Relations Committee. Fowler had not been confirmed because he went into the Post during a 
recess. It took over a year for the matter to be brought up before the Foreign Relations 
Committee in the Senate. I asked Diane Feinstein to object and she refused. Instead Fowler 
grandstanded with a pledge to help me. This was almost a year and a half after Mabus left. 

This is an excerpt from the San Francisco Chronicle: September 27, 1997: 

WOULD-BE AMBASSADOR TO SAUDIS PLEDGES AID IN CUSTODY 
DISPUTE 

Nominee Fowler says he will help S.F. woman get back her daughters 

President Clinton’s nominee to be ambassador to Saudi Arabia has promised to 
help a San Francisco woman whose two daughters were abducted from the United 
Slates by their father, a Saudi national. 
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Wyche Fowler told the Senate Foreign Relations Committee in written testimony 
this week that he would “work for a long-term satisfactory solution to this case.” 

Fowler’s promise came after Patricia Roush, opposing his nomination in a letter 
to Foreign Relations Committee Chairman Jesse Helms, criticized Fowler for 
failing to do enough to help her get her children returned to her. 

In her letter to Helms, Roush charged that Fowler, who took the post in a 
congressjonal recess appointment in August 1996, had not helped her. 

In her letter to Helms, Roush noted that former Ambassador Raymond Mabus had 
pressured her ex-husband to give up the children by refusing to grant visas to 
members of his family who wanted to visit the United States, but that Fowler had 
lifted the ban on the visas. 

Fowler wrote the committee in response this week that withholding the visas 
would most likely do little to guarantee the return of the children. 

In defense of his efforts to help Roush, Fowler said he had arranged for her to 
visit her daughters this year in Saudi Arabia at no cost to her. 

Fowler of course made it through the Confirmation Hearing with flying colors. No 
problem. His colleagues in the Senate knew oF Wyche and they weren’t going to turn him down. 

Wyche Fowler was in Saudi Arabia for six years. He lobbied hard for that job and made 
a lot of money. He is now the grand statesman about town - the Mid East expert and Chairman 
of the Board of the Mid East Institute. He gives speeches, goes to dinner parties and 1 am sure 
has many Saudi friends. His wife divorced him after that Scottish girl incident. He should be 
held responsible for what he did. He is a criminal and condemned my daughters to that dismal 
desert. It would have so easy for him to finish the job Mabus started. What was the downside 
for him? He could have gotten them out without offending any Saudis. Mabus had set it up. He 
chose not to do it. I do hope that there will be a forum where he will be held accountable here on 
earth for what he did. 1 know that when he stands before God he will not have his Saudi friends 
with him. The Bible states that the measure you give is the measure you shall receive and you 
shall be known as you are known. Mr. Fowler will be held accountable for the loss of my 
daughters and the marriage of my daughter. Alia. 

The Saudis still maintain an arrogant attitude and dismiss the whole incident as stated in 
the Saudi-owned English language newspaper. The Arab News: 

THE ARAB NEWS 
March 15, 2001 

CONGRESS TO TAKE UP CASE AGAINST SAUDI 
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RIYADH - The US Congress is expected to look into an accusation tabled by an 
American woman against a Saudi man named Khaled Al-Ghashyan next month. 
Ghashyan has been accused by his American wife, Patricia, of kidnapping their 
two daughters 16 years ago, Asharq AI-Awsat Arabic daily reported. The family 
Ghashyan, who is now staying in Riyadh, expressed their surprise over the matter 
being taken to the Congress. “Why do they want now to exacerbate the issue? 

His daughters have grown up and one of them is already married.” the family 
said. - Abdul Rahman Mansour 

What they are saying is: This is a fine, outstanding Saudi family with Saudi daughters, 
one of whom is married and pregnant. This is an old matter that was never an issue to begin 
with. Why does this American woman want to still make trouble for this nice family? Leave us 
allow. 


Both of Gheshayan’s parents came into the United States for medical treatment from 
American doctors and nurses when they became ill. They used U.S. medical technology to try 
to save their lives and in the meantime kept my daughters away from me without so much as a 
phone call. I would call their house to speak with my girls and they would hang up on me. They 
came in with Diplomatic Passports accompanied by their international criminal son who broke 
U.S. law. But he was also given a Diplomatic Passport and the green light by INS. They made a 
mockery of U.S. law and the State Department spokesman, Nicholas Bums, was vehemently 
denied this happened when questioned UPI and ABC news at a press conference. 

The attitude of the State Department hasn’t changed in sixteen years. They still refer to 
my daughters as Saudi citizens. They say there is nothing they can do under Saudi law about this 
situation and they will not make this a State-to-State issue. They still reference the Children’s 
Issues Department when this matter comes up. This is not a child custody case. My daughters 
are adult women - American citizens living in Saudi Arabia with no rights afforded them under 
the Constitution. Now I have an American citizen grandchild. What is to become of my family? 

If Members of Congress are so concerned about the human rights and fair treatment of 
Saudi Al-Qaida prisoners held in Cuba and even make special trips to inspect that facility at 
Guantanamo, why aren’t they outraged about what has happened to my daughters? Why don’t 
they make an exchange - innocent daughters for the Saudi ALQaida killers. 

Fifteen young Saudi schoolgirls were burned alive because they were wearing the wrong 
clothing. The religious police forced them back into an inferno. My daughters could have been 
in that fire. 

I was one of the lucky ones - 1 out of Saudi Arabia with my life even though they came 
back and stole my daughters. Over the years 1 have heard of many American women who 
married Saudis, were physically beaten, went to the. U.S. embassy and were turned out into the 
streets back to their abusers-only to sadistically beaten again. These women are trapped inside 
that desert. The State Department has no idea of what happened to them and has not questioned 
the Saudi authorities about their whereabouts. The chances are high that they were killed. The 
State Department should be held responsible and accountable for these lives and the lives of 
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every American citizen in jeopardy inside Saudi Arabia - child or adult, I was told by my 
former husband/abuser, “I could kill you and throw you out into the desert. Who would know?” 
It is time now for a full investigation to be opened concerning the turning away of American 
women and children by the U.S. embassy under orders from the State Department. If they are 
refused asylum, they have no choice but to be subject to Saudi law which will not protect them. 
A man owns his wife and children and can do anything he wants to them - including kill them. 
This is the reality of life in Saudi Arabia. The present policy must be changed. 

There was a recent story in the Italian press about a little girl with an Italian mother and 
Algerian father who was taken to the Italian Embassy in Algiers by her mother for asylum. The 
child remained inside the Italian Embassy for two years while the Italian government negotiated 
for her release with the Algerian authorities. She was just taken back to Italy on an Italian 
military aircraft. That is how much her government cared about her. I have pleaded for the 
release of my daughters for over sixteen years and the American Embassy, under orders from the 
State Department was told ‘remain neutral’. They call it a ‘child custody case’, a ‘private family 
matter’ and they wash their hands of it. 

I am asking for your help and the help of the entire U.S. Congress to free my daughters 
and Alia’s baby. The State Department must issue a Demarche to the Saudi Arabian authorities 
to have my family returned to America immediately. Gheshayan successfully sold my daughter. 
Alia, to a rich Saudi who impregnated her and now has put my daughter, Aisha, on the chopping 
block. She is now up for sale to the highest bidder. We don’t have any more time to waste. 

This is a moral decision of conscience. As Moses pleaded with the obdurate heart of the 
Egyptian Pharoah for freedom for his people, 1 am beseeching you, let my family go. There are 
no hopeless situations; there are only men who have grown hopeless about them. 


Thank you. 
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Mr. Burton. Gosh, it’s hard to believe those kinds of things hap- 
pen, especially with the government we have and the State Depart- 
ment people who are here will carry the message back very loud 
and clear, and we will write a letter; I will author a letter to the 
President asking him to impose a limitation on passports for any- 
body that is involved in any kind of a kidnapping, like the one you 
involved, and I want you to draft that letter today. And we’ll get 
as many Members to sign it and we’ll see if we can’t go back to 
what Mr. Mabus did and impose every kind of block that we can 
to keep Saudis out of this country if they’re involved in any kind 
of activity like that. 

Mr. OSE. Mr. Chairman, if I may. 

Mr. Burton. OK, Mr. Ose, go ahead. 

Mr. Ose. Ms. Davis has a son also in Saudi Arabia, if I recall 
correctly from the testimony. There were two testimonies that I 
read last night, one involving Ms. Roush’s daughters and another 
involving a son and a daughter of an American citizen. I would 
hope that the letter we are going to draft will address both those 
situations. As memory serves, both children are — in the second 
case are now in the United States. But this should be very focused 
on the Saudi 

Mr. Burton. We’ll be very focused on these individuals. But we 
want the letter to encompass others who are not here to be able 
to speak for themselves who — we have something like 92 people 
that we know of right now. We haven’t gotten all the documents 
from the Saudi Embassy over there, our Embassy in Saudi Arabia, 
but there are 92 people that we believe are being held along with 
the ones we are talking about today. 

We have a tape of Monica Stowers that was prepared at the U.S. 
Embassy in Riyadh a couple of weeks ago. The tape arrived in the 
United States yesterday but we received it just 25 minutes before 
the hearing because the State Department wanted to watch it and 
copy it before they gave it to us. I don’t know why they wanted to 
do that. We could let them have a copy after we saw it. But never- 
theless, they wanted to see it first. I presume they may have want- 
ed to censor it so Congress couldn’t see everything. Nevertheless, 
we got it. Therefore, we haven’t had a chance to review it fully. It’s 
25 minutes long and all of it is highly relevant and deeply moving. 
We’re going to play the first 10 minutes of it and while the hearing 
is going on, we’ll see if there are some other segments that are very 
important that we should play. So will you play the first 10 min- 
utes? And I want all the members of the committee and everybody 
in the audience to pay particular attention to this. 

I know it is a lengthy hearing. We are hearing a lot of testimony 
from the witnesses, but this is a very special case and we’re going 
beyond our normal 5 minutes testimony because we think it is so 
special. So will you roll the tape. 

[Portion of videotape played.] 

Mr. Burton. We’re going to review the last 15 minutes of this, 
but I think we all have a pretty good idea of the tragedy that oc- 
curred. I can’t believe this. I cannot believe this. I just — who is the 
next witness? Mrs. Stowers, Mrs. Stowers, do you want to make 
your statement now and then we’ll go to questions after we hear 
from Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Mrs. Stowers, you are recognized to 



84 


make a statement if you like. Do you want to make a statement 
or do you think you can? 

Mrs. Stowers. I came here today to plead for my daughter and 
my granddaughter’s life. My granddaughter’s father has threatened 
to destroy her as soon as he can get Monica out of the country. He 
wants to have her — he wants to kill her because she won’t marry 
anybody that he chooses for her at age 12 , he tried to marry her. 
Well, he did marry her off to an older man, a terrorist. And she 
ran away. But he keeps chiding with Monica that as soon as she 
leaves Saudi Arabia to come to the United States for treatment — 
my daughter has cancer — that he will destroy Amjad because she 
disobeyed him. We haven’t been able to get any help for her, 
Monica and my granddaughter. She’s at the mercy of people that 
hate us and want to kill us. I’m sorry. 

Mr. Burton. No, that’s fine. 

Mrs. Stowers. I’m just so upset about this whole thing. Our fam- 
ily has been totally destroyed by the Radwan family in Saudi Ara- 
bia, by the children’s own father. They have been beaten and raped 
and my grandson went to the police in Riyadh and asked them for 
help. He asked them to please get his father to stop the rape and 
the beatings. His answer was, you have to learn how to obey your 
father. They stripped his shirt off, threw him on the ground and 
beat him and kept him in jail for 2 days. 

And then when he was sent home, his father beat him again and 
threatened to kill him. Rasheed has had two mental breakdowns 
and he finally escaped from Saudi Arabia and he lived with me in 
Houston. The horrible nightmares that Rasheed had, he couldn’t 
function as a normal human being. In the middle of the night, he 
had these horrible nightmares. But he was able to get some treat- 
ment and he did finish high school, and one semester at the Uni- 
versity of Houston. He had to go back to Saudi Arabia. He had to 
try to take care of his mother because she was so sick. She’s been 
destroyed by this. 

This whole thing. She tries to protect her daughter and she 
would die for her daughter. We have begged the State Department, 
our Senators and our Congress for help. We got nothing but si- 
lence. There was nothing they could do. Why is it that the Saudis 
can ask for the U.S. Army to protect them, but they can’t protect 
our children? They can’t help our children. Can anyone tell me why 
they can’t do something for our children? Please. Help our children. 

My daughter, I think she said it all on this tape. She needs to 
come to the States to get cancer treatment. I wouldn’t have recog- 
nized her out on the street she’s so sick. 

Mr. Burton. Ms Stowers. 

Mrs. Stowers. But she will not leave her daughter. 

Mr. Burton. Well, Ms. Stowers, Ms. Stowers, can you hear me. 

Mrs. Stowers. But I’m pleading with someone to help us please. 

Mr. Burton. Can you hear me. Can you hear me now? We will 
convey your feelings in correspondence and directly with the Presi- 
dent. We’ll try to get information to him today. I’m supposed to be 



85 


down at the White House at 4. I’m going to have a letter prepared 
covering these issues and I will give it to him today and we will 
not let this rest. We will continue to push, I promise you, as long 
as I’m chairman, we’ll do everything we can to get this resolved. 

[The prepared statement of Mrs. Stowers follows:] 
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Recovering My Children Kidnapped in Saudi Arabia: 

Dealing with the U.S. Embassy and Saudi Anthorities 
Statement by Monica Stowers 
June 11, 2002 

I am the mother of two children, Rasheed and Amjad Radwan, who were kidnapped from 
me by their Saudi father, Nizar Rasheed Radwan, in 1985. My son was seven and my 
daughter was a year and a half. (I had met Nizar at the University of Dallas in 1975. He 
did not tell me about his wife and son that he had left behind in Saudi Arabia.) I went to a 
Saudi court in Riyadh, but they ruled that because I was a woman, a non-Muslim, and an 
American, I could not have custody. The only assistance the U. S. embassy offered was 
a list of lawyers. They did not understand that there are no divorce/child custody lawyers 
in the traditional western sense. Sharia laws are clear cut. I was at a great disadvantage 
with no one to translate the proceedings for me. Visitation was left up solely to the father 
discretion! Of course he would not let me see them. I was without financial support and 
living at my ex-husband’s mother’s house. The in-laws tried to have me put in a home for 
indigent women and began harassing me. I felt unsafe. I decided I could get more done 
going back home, so I left Saudi Arabia. That turned out to be a big mistake. I was to 
learn the hard way that I could not return to Saudi Arabia without my ex-husband’s 
permission! 

I went to Washington to the offices of my senators (whom, 1 was told, do not meet with 
their constituents) and congressman, the State Department, and the National Center for 
Missing and Exploited Children. No real help is offered. Saudi Arabia is not a signatory 
to the Hague Convention. I went to the Saudi embassy. I was met in the lobby by an 
employee (my problem did not even warrant an office visit for them). “Why don’t you go 
to your government for help?” he said with a smirk on his face. He knew what I was 
begitming to realize: the U.S. government did not care! I felt like Jimmy Stewart in Mr. 
Smith Goes to Washington . I was going to have to fend for myself. 

In 1987 my ex-husband got me a visa. I had to see my children at a Saudi police station. 
My daughter did not know I was her mother. She was being told that her Palestinian 
stepmother was her mother. My son told me about sexual abuse he had endured from his 
older step-brother, Ahmed Radwan, and an uncle, Sami Kurdi. My son had also been put 
in jail on the military base where his father worked and been beaten. He was only eight. 
My daughter told me of her stepmother beating her and not letting her bathe more than 
once a week. The embassy was aware of the problems and would not help me get my 
children out. My visitor’s visa expired, and with nowhere to go, I had to leave. 

November 1990 my ex-husband gets me a visitor’s visa. My son was in the hospital 
getting his appendix out. I was determined no matter what not to leave even though the 
embassy offered me no help in staying. I had nowhere to live and no income. My son met 
me at the airport. I did not recognize him. My son had written a letter to the U.S. 
government asking for help for himself and his sister. He had a dream of the America he 
remembered. 
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I went to my daughter’s school wearing an abaya (black cloak that Saudi women wear) 
and covered my face. I entered the courtyard and saw my daughter. She recognized me by 
my shoes and followed me out. All three of us went to the embassy and refused to leave. 

Karla Reed and Frederick Pauleski took turns alternately coaxing and threatening us. 
Some of the things they told me (and other things I heard in later dealings with the 
embassy): 

• Reed, “This is not a hotel. You will have to leave.” 

• Reed, “The embassy is not on U.S. territory. This is Saudi territory, and you cannot 
claim asylum here. The Saudis can come in and take you.” 

• Reed, “You have to leave Saudi Arabia. Your visa has expired, and you will make it 
impossible for other American mothers to see their children.” (Incredibly she took the 
Saudi point of view.) 

• The U.S. military stationed in Saudi Arabia signed an agreement with the Saudi 
government agreeing not to help mothers escape with their children. 

• Pauleski called up my ex-husband and told him where we were! “He’s a reasonable 
guy. I am sure he will come to some kind of agreement with you.” (He did not seem to 
believe that my ex could have me arrested.) 

• Reed, “If you don’t leave, we will have you forcefully removed.” 

• Pauleski, “I’m in trouble for letting you in.” 

I told Reed that if she threw us out, my ex-husband would have me arrested and thrown in 
jail. She thought I was exaggerating. 

What followed was a nightmare. 

Pauleski entered with two marines. He grabbed my son’s arm and tried to pull him off the 
couch. “Ouch!’ my son cried out. Pauleski looked embarrassed. “Don’t touch him,” I 
said. I took out our three passports and held them in front of me like a shield. “You will 
remember what your government did to you when you went to them for help,” I said to 
my children. One of the marines apologized,” I’m sorry ma’am. I’m just doing my job.” 
“It’s not your fault,” I replied. The other marine scooped up my daughter, who was 
cowering next to me, and walked outside with her. My son and I had no choice but to 
follow. I had to support Rasheed as he walked. It was the longest walk I ever took. We 
were deposited outside the gate, where Saudi security was posted. “Ma’am, you risk 
further arrest if you stay here,” the marine advised me. An embassy van drove us to my 
ex mother-in-law’s house. 

The next day my ex locked Amjad, my daughter, up in his house. My son and I went into 
hiding. The Gulf War brought us some a brief respite because the Saudi authorities were 
preoccupied. 
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June 121 was arrested and my son and I were taken in a paddy wagon to the Aruba police 
station were I was booked and sent on to the Batha Women’s Prison. I was not allowed to 
make a phone call. My son walked with me to the street where the paddy wagon was 
waiting for me for the second ride. He collapsed on the ground and held onto my legs, 
“Oh Mom, save me!” I told him to go to the house of a princess I was tutoring and tell her 
what had happened to me. I never thought I would see him again. 

The State Department called my mom in Houston and told her I was in prison. She yelled 
at them, “Why don’t you help her!” She was told that I had broken the law and not left 
when my visa had expired. The State Department took the position that I could have 
avoided prison by leaving my children behind in Saudi Arabia, and it was my fault for 
breaking the “law. " 

The princess got me out after I spent three days in prison. Her mother was able to sponsor 
me after the Saudi govenmient did an “investigation” on me. / had to depend on pure 
luck for my sponsorship and the connections of a princess who needed me to tutor her 
family. Previously the Saudi government had refused to let anyone sponsor me, even 
though I had an offer to do so from the traffic police chief The embassy did nothing to 
help me stay. Se ed visited me at the w ome n ’s prison on her way to the men ’s prison to 
see an American who had been selling drugs. I was on the same level as the drug 
dealer! 


In 1995 my son has a nervous breakdown and is admitted to King Fahd Hospital. He is 
diagnosed with a “conversion reaction.” 

In 1996 Rasheed is able to escape to Bahrain after paying “someone” $20,000. He flies 
out of Bahrain and has a layover in New York. Two places he has heard about and goes to 
visit are Harlem and the World Trade Center, He could not believe the magnificence of 
the World Trade Center. He later told me he went up to one of the towers to touch it and 
cried. To him it symbolized all that was great about America. He was home! 

My ex marries off my daughter to a Muslim fanatic. She is twelve years old. She had also 
flunked grade six at the Saudi school she was attending. Her “husband” brings her to my 
apartment for a visit. She refuses to leave. He reports this to my ex. When he leaves, we 
collect a few things and escape. We go into hiding. My daughter and I go to the embassy 
and write out a statement asking for help. We get none. Sally Bumbrey, consul at the U.S. 
embassy, lets us stay at her house overnight, but tells us she is in trouble for letting us 
stay, so we have to leave. I did not want my daughter to experience the marines again. 

We stay at an abandoned school. My daughter locks herself in a room during the day 
while I go to work. 

My ex enlists the aid of a criminal gang to take Amjad from me. He is finally able to grab 
her and lock her in his house after beating me. She tries to jump off his roof and kill 
herself. I call my sponsor and the embassy. The Governor of Riyadh instructs the police 
to call Nizar to come out of his house with Amjad, which he finally does. We all go to the 
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police station to make an appointment to go to court the next day. My daughter goes in 
the car with her father and arrives before he does. While he is in the bathroom, she 

escapes from the courthouse, runs to the street and catches a cab, laying down in the 
hack seat. She goes to my school and waits for me come home. 

My ex complains to the Saudi authorities that my school is teaching Christianity to 
students and it is closed down. 

My daughter confides in me that her stepbrother, Ahmed Radwan, had sex with he “from 
behind.” 

My ex goes to a Prince Ahmed at the Governor of Riyadh’s office, who issues an order 
that I must give Amjad back to her father or I will be deported, I refuse. Amjad and I 
must meet with Saad A1 Gamdi from the Ministry of Interior. My daughter and 1 tell him 
we will not obey the order. For some reason we do not hear from anyone again. 

Made daughter made two attempts to escape from Saudi Arabia but was caught both 
times. 

Meanwhile my son in the U. S. becomes dependent on drugs and self-destructive 
behavior. I was diagnosed with cancer. My son returned to Saudi Arabia. He is depressed 
with the memories of this place. I had a radical hysterectomy. My daughter is now 19 and 
has not been to formal school since grade 6. Her “husband” divorced her and married his 
cousin. 

What will happen to my children if I pass on? I shudder to think about it. 

On September 1 1 my son rushed home from work and banged on the door. “Mom, haven’t you heard what 
happened? A plane had crashed into the World Trade Center!” We sat in front of the TV for 12 hours in a 
trance. How angry 1 was to see that happen. It made me recall the anger 1 felt in the past when I went to 
the visa section of the U.S. embassy in Riyadh and saw all those Saudis in line for visas - the line 
stretched around the building at the beginning of summer. They could easily go, but my children, 
American citizens both, were denied that right 


When an American citizen comes to any U.S. embassy in dire straits, they should 
receive help getting out with their children. I can assure you that the Saudi 
government does not hesitate to help Saudis take their children away from foreign 
spouses. The Saudi government even issues passports under a different name to 
Saudis unable to enter the U.S. I’ve been told by maids and drivers from the 
Philippines who work for the royal family that they were issued Saudi passports 
from their sponsors so that it would make it harder for them to run away when they 
traveled to the U.S. with the royal family. (Pat Roush’s husband was not allowed to 
enter the U.S., so the Saudi government issued him a passport under another name so he 
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could bring his father for medical treatment. He was stupid enough to call Pat and brag 
about it.) 

It is scandalous that American women are not allowed by the Saudi government to 
travel to Saudi Arabia to see their children unless their kidnapping Saudi ex-husbands 
get them a visa. This outrageous condition was forced upon American mothers 
without any objection from the State Department. Yet Saudis had carte- blanche access 
to U.S. soil. This is part of the “special relationship " that the U.S. government thinks 
it can *t do without. The State Department also consistently took the position of a Saudi 
advocate by letting American citizens be victimized by a country with an abysmal 
human rights record. The human rights of American citizens were sacrificed to oil and 
military bases. 

It is scandalous that even now American mothers are stuck in Saudi Arabia and 
cannot even leave by themselves if they want to. Debra Sultan was told by the embassy 
recently that since her Saudi husband was in possession of her passport^ he would have 
to be the one to sign her out. There was nothing they could dot Any American working 
in Saudi Arabia has his passport confiscated by his Saudi sponsor. This is the law in 
Saudi Arabia. Yet U.S. passports are supposed to be kept in the possession of the 
carrier. Does the American government conviscate Saudi passports when Saudis work 
in the as.? 


My son called the embassy last year to tell them that the mutawa^an, the fanatic 
Muslim police (like Taliban), wanted to put him in jail and whip him because I did not 
cover my hair like a Muslim. He was told not to call them until he got arrested! 

The worst thing to have to deal with is the arrogant behavior and lack of imagination 
on the part of embassy consuls and other personnel. They did not seem to be aware 
when something really bad was happenin g. They were ignorant of the environment 
they worked in and most spoke no Arabic. Clerks from Syria, Jordan, Sudan and other 
countries were left to do important business at the ministries. They were too busy 
smoozing with big shots in the government or business, traveling, partying, and doing 
whatever it took to make their CV^s look good. Many American expats I met over the 
years in Riyadh encountered the same arrogance and lack of help. Debra Sultan called 
the embassy during the Gulf War and told them her Saudi husband was beating her. 
The female embassy employee that took her call told her, “Did you know that you have 
interrupted my dinner?” 

I have not been able to worship according to my faith, drive a car, rent an apartment in 
my name, ride a bike, and dozens of other things we take for granted in the U.S. 

My father, Eddie Stowers, was a navy veteran from WWII. He was at Normandy and 
the Pacific theater of war. He was shocked to hear what the marines were asked to do 
to an American citizen at a U.S. embassy. He passed away in 1992. He never got to see 
his daughter. My mother is in her seventies. My aunt is in her seventies and wants to 
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see her niece and nephew. My sister is ailingy and her husband, a Vietnam veteran, 
needs a liver transplant. They all want us back safe and sound. 


I am asking the American sovornment to remember what it stands for, freedom and 
liberty to all its citizens. ThaVs what we fought and died for throughout our history. 


I am asking the U.S. government to put my daughter on a military transport plane and 
fly her out of here. No child should have to do such dangerous things as my children 
have had to do to return to their family and country. They are patriots who have 
suffered for their country no differently than a soldier does. 


After twenty years of this problem I am still asking the U. S. government to help us. 


Sincerely, 
Monica Stowers 
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My Experiences Trying to Recover My Children Kidnapped in Saudi Arabia 
by Monica Stowers 
written June 6, 2002 

• I meet a Saudi, Nizar Radwan, at the University of Dallas, He does not tell me about 
his wife and family in Saudi Arabia. We marry and I have a son, Rasheed, in 1976. 
Our daughter was bom in 1983. 

• Nizar tells me that all Saudi students used to come to the states on diplomat visas. 
Apparently it was some kind of "special relationship." He says that a Jewish 
congressman from New York objected to it, and that arrangement was withdrawn. He 
says that some Saudis committed crimes, including rape, but were only sent out of the 
country. 

• In 1 982 Nizar finishes his education. He has to get special permission for me to come; 
Saudis are not allowed to marry foreigners, he says. 

• In 1 983 I arrive in Riyadh, where he leaves me at his mother's house. I discover he 
has a wife and family already. 

• I tell him I want to return to the U.S. He agrees. Incredibly, I could not even leave the 
country without his permission. The embassy confirms this. 

• He says he is taking the children to the park. He never returns. I find myself alone at 
his mother's house surrounded by hostile relatives. 

• I take him to court. The only help the American embassy offers me is a list of 
lawyers. This turned out to be useless because there are no divorce lawyers in Saudi 
Arabia. The courts in Saudi Arabia are Islamic Sharia of the very conservative 
Wahabi sect. The guidelines are clear. The court ruled that because I was a woman, a 
Christian, and I wanted to take my children to the U.S., Nizar got complete custody of 
them and could even determine when I could see them. The judge only asked him 
orally to let me see the children. My son was seven and my daughter was a year and a 
half. 

• Nizar's family tries to get me into a home for indigent Saudi women, 

• I get threatening phone calls and have trouble sleeping at night. I decide I could get 
more accomplished in the U.S. I left Saudi Arabia, which turned out to be a big 
mistake. 

• I go to Washington to the offices of my senators and congressman, the State 
Department, and the National Center for Missing and Exploited Children. No real 
help is offered. Saudi Arabia is not a signatore to the Hague Convention. I go to the 
Saudi Embassy. I was met in the lobby by an employee, "Why don't you go to your 
government for help?"he said with a smirk on his face. He knew what I was 
beginning to realize; the U.S. government did not care! I was going to have to fend 
for myself 

• In 1 987, my ex-husband gets me a visa. I am allowed several visits in a police station 
in Riyadh. My daughter does not know that I am her mother. She's been told her 
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Palestinian stepmother is hermotiier. She thinks I’m only Rasheed's mother. My visa 
expires, and I have to go. 

In 1990 my ex-husband gets me another one month visa in exchange for giving him a 
good reference to a Colonel Swartzlander, who had interviewed him for a job as a 
translator for the U.S. military. I call Ihe colonel and tell him my situation. "I don't 
want to hire him. He’s a jerk!" he says. "If you don't hire him, I won’t be able to see 
my children." Swartzlander hired him. My son is in the hospital getting his appendix 
out. 

In November 1 990 my son met me at the airport. I did not recognize him. He was 
fourteen years old. Later he tells me about an uncle, Sami Kurdi, and his older step- 
brother, Ahmed Radwan, who had sex with him. He had also been thrown in jail at 
the military base my ex-husband had been living at and had been beaten. I decided I 
would stay and get my children out somehow. 

I called the U.S. embassy and spoke to Frederick Pauleski. I asked him if American 
citizens could claim sanctuary at the U.S. embassy. He said he thought so, but he was 
not sure. "You're not thinking about doing something crazy?" "In my situation you do 
what you have to do." 

I went to my daughter's school wearing an abaya (black cloak) and covered my face 
like Saudi women do. I went inside the courtyard of the school and saw my daughter. 
She recognized me by my shoes and followed me out. We went to the embassy with 
my son. 

Pauleski let me in very reluctantly when he saw the hand luggage. We sat on a couch 
and refused to leave the embassy. It was after 9:00 a.m. A barrage of coaxing, 
pleading, and then threatening by Pauleski began. He said he was in trouble for letting 
us in the embassy. "Believe me, I'm in more trouble than you!" was my response. 

He left the room and Karla Reed came in. "This is not a hotel. We have nowhere for 
you to stay," she said in a not so pleasant tone. "I’m claiming sanctuary on U.S. 
territory." I remembered from a civics class that invading an embassy is the same as 
invading that embassy's country. "People are mistaken if they think this is U.S. soil. 
This is Saudi soil and the Saudis can come in here whenever they please." (More of 
that "special relationship" I thought.) Later I heard that the US. government had to 
sign an agreement that it would not use the U.S. military stationed in Saudi Arabia 
to help mothers escape with their children. Karla became more and more aggressive. 
"I've been in contact with Washington, and I can have you removed." I told her I was 
not going anywhere. She left in a huff. 

Pauleski returned. He informed me that he had called my ex-husband and told him 
where the children were! "He's a reasonable guy. Fm sure he will come to some kind 
of agreement with you." "I can't believe you did that. Now he will go to the 
authorities and I’ll be arrested," I said. I pointed out the shabby clothes my daughter 
was wearing and showed him the bread she had in her bag for lunch. This is 
something I was to encounter over and over again as I had to deal with the embassy 
and its rotating personnel over the years: the arrogance of consuls and vice consuls 
I had to go to for help; their ignorance of the environment they were working in 
(all the ones I dealt with in the early and mid - 1990*s spoke no Arabic and Syrian 
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clerks were doing any government business that had to be done in English for 
them); and the utter lack of imagination on their part that something really bad 
was happening . They were too busy smoozing with big shots and business interests, 
partying, traveling, and doing whatever it took to make their CVs look good. Many 
American expats I met over the years encountered the same arrogance and lack of 
help. ( I had to laugh as I was reading an autobiography written by Kirk Douglas, a 
movie actor, talking about this same kind of arrogance and ignorance personnel at 
an embassy in Europe displayed to him! This is no coincidence! Another American 
mother in the same situation as I, Debra Sultan, told me she called up the embassy 
and told them her Saudi husband had beaten her and kieked her out of her house, 
and she was told the embassy is not a hotel!) 

Other exchanges - Karla, "If you don't leave, you will make it hard for other 
American mothers to visit their children. The Saudi government will remember all the 
trouble you made and not give them visas." I could not believe that a U.S. official 
could sympathize with the Saudi stance against an American mother whose children 
were stolen from her, I was just seen as a troublesome woman who would not go 
away! "Which American women are you talking about? Is it Pat Roush, Khristine 
Uhlman, Joy King, Vickie Melko, Laura Phillips? I know them all. None of them 
would object to me being here." The embassy let me call my mom. I told her what I 
was doing. Around noon I got a call from Pat Roush, God bless her soul. "Don't you 
leave there, Monica. You make a stand for all of us," she said. I intended on doing 
just that. 

For hours I had to endure this. Around 5:00 p.m. the embassy started closing down, 
and people were going home. Karla returned. "I will put you in an embassy car with 
the flags flying on it, and it will take you wherever you want to go," she said. "I don't 
have anywhere to go. If you put me outside the embassy gates, I will be arrested and 
thrown in jail and I will never see my children again," I told her. "Oh, you're just 
exaggerating. I'm sure nothing will happen to you." "Can you put that in writing? Can 
you guarantee that?" I asked her. "I can't guarantee anything. You could go outside 
and be hit by a car. There is no guarantee on anything," was her observation. I had 
trouble seeing the connection. "Since you can't guarantee anything. I'm not going 
anywhere." Karla was really ticked off. "OK, that's it!" She left the room, and I could 
hear her over the intercom calling for security. 

Pauleski entered with two marines. My children and I witnessed the following like a 
bad dream: Pauleski grabbed my son by his left arm and tried to pull him off the 
couch. "Ouch," my son cried out. "Don't touch him," I said. Pauleski looked 
embarrassed. I took out our three U.S. passports and held them out in front of me like 
a shield. The black marine apologized, "I'm sorry ma'am. I'm just doing my job." "It's 
not your fault," I said. The other marine was looking us over trying to decide how to 
handle it. Rasheed, my son, started to moan and shake. "Mom, let's just get out of 
here." He started crying. My daughter tried to hide her body behind mine and held 
onto my arm. "You remember this day when you went to your country for help, and 
what they did to us. We're American citizens and we claim sanctuary in this 
embassy." I held the passports in front of me. The other marine moved swiftly and 
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scooped up Amjad, my daughter, and carried her out of the room. My son and I had 
no choice but to follow. I could barely walk. I had to support Rasheed as he walked. It 
was the longest walk I ever took: down the corridor, outside the building, and 
outside the gate, which was closed behind us. The Saudi police who are on duty 
outside the embassy looked at the curious sight of a mother and two children clinging 
on to each other. All three of us were crying. The marines looked at us from behind 
the gate. The black marine spoke, "Ma'^n, you risk further arrest if you remain here." 
"Thank you," I answered. (My father, Eddie Stowers, a WWII navy veteren who had 
been at Normandy and the Pacific theater of war, was particularly disturbed to hear 
about the Marines being asked to do something like this!) 

The embassy van pulled up, and we got in. Pauleski tried to get into the front seat. I 
told him if he got in, I was getting out. He got out. We had nowhere to go. We were 
dropped off at my ex-mother-in-law's house. 

My ex-husband, Nizar, took Amjad and locked her up in his house. My son and I 
went into hiding. Nizar went to the authorities and told them to arrest me. He made 
out a big file on me at the police calling me a prostitute. My son and I stayed at 
several locations. Nizar actually brought the police to our house one night, but luckily 
we had just turned off all the lights and gone to bed. We looked through the peephole 
and saw them and did not answer. The Gulf War started and the authorities became 
preoccupied. Nizar took his family, including my daughter, out of Riyadh. My son 
and I remained. Scuds fell on Riyadh; the first one was a few blocks from the house 
we were staying in. At one point we heard that the U.S. embassy was evacuating 
citizens. They did not call me about it, though they had my number. 

After the war, Nizar told my son (through relatives) that he would not fight me 
anymore. It was my daughter's birthday and he would meet us with her at Pizza Hut. I 
was desperate to see her. As we ordered, the manager told me someone outside 
wanted to see me. I went out to find the police waiting with mutawaa (religious 
police). I ran inside and tried to use the phone. The mutawaa slammed the phone 
down and told me "Later." I was put into a paddy wagon. My son came with me. 

I was taken down to the Aruba police station. This was June 12, 1991. They would 
not let me make a phone call from there, either. My son asked them, "Where are you 
taking my mother?" "To a place where women go." It was night. My son followed me 
outside, where another paddy wagon was waiting for me. My son had trouble 
walking. He was dazed and I had to shake him. His legs buckled and he sank to the 
ground. "Mom, save me," he cried. "Listen, Rasheed. Call Princess Noura (I had met 
her at a school I had found employment in.) Tell her what is happening to me." 
(Noura's mother was Fahada bint Abdullah, daughter of Crown Prince Abdullah). 
Rasheed watched as they drove me away. I never thought I'd see him again. 

I was taken to the women's prison in Batha. I spent three days there. I could not make 
a call until the third day. Karla Reed came to see me on the third day. She offered no 
help at all and said she was on her way to see an American man in the men’s prison 
who had been arrested for selling drugs. (I was in the same category as the drug 
dealer.) The State Department did call my mother in Houston and tell her I was in 
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jail. She sceamed at them, "Why don't you help her?" All she was told was that I had 
broken the law and not left when my visa ran out! 

• Saturday afternoon a car from Princess Fahada bint Abdullah arrives to pick me up. 
My son remembered where her daughter's house was and had told her what had 
happened to me. 

• Princess Noura, Fahada's daughter, gave me a paper with her stamp on it asking 
authorities not to arrest me because my residency permit was being processed. 

• The next few years there is nothing my ex could do because I was under the 
sponsorship of the daughter of the Crown Prince. 

• My son is doing poorly in school. In the rehgion class they teach him things like the 
Jews are cursed and you should never make peace with them; just kill them. He is 
also taught that non-Muslims have freckles because they eat pork, the genie lives in 
the drain in the bathroom, and non-Muslims are here in Saudi Arabia to do the work 
for Muslims. 

• 1 995 My son, Rasheed, has a nervous breakdown. He is admitted to King Fahd 
Hospital where he is diagnosed as having a "conversion reaction." 

• 1 996/1997 My son was able to escape from Saudi Arabia through Bahrain. How he 
did I prefer not to say to protect those that helped. 

• That same year I go on vacation to Houston. When I called my daughter, she informs 
me that her father had married her off. She was 12 years old! She was no longer going 
to school. She had been in grade six and had flunked. 

• I return to Riyadh. Her "husband" brings her to my apartment for a visit. He looked 
like one of those radical clerics. His name was Ismail Mohammad Myajan (03-898- 
4674). He lived in Dhahran. I was heartbroken. We could not hope to get any 
sympathy from him. When he was ready to leave with her, she refused to go. He was 
in a panic and did not know what to do. He left and informed Nizar. 

• Now we had to make our move. My daughter and I got together some things and left 
the apartment. We stayed for over a month at the house of someone I knew who was 
traveling. Then we went to live at an abandoned school for several months. During 
this time my daughter would lock herself up while I went to work and be alone all 
day. She was unable to attend school. Her father got one of his wives to go to her 
school and get her file. Without it she could not enroll in any school. Also, the Saudi 
government does not allow Saudi citizens to go to schools for foreign students, so she 
was not allowed to go to my school by law! While she was living with me she 
confided in me that her stepbrother, Ahmed Radwan, had intercourse with her "from 
behind," 

• The American embassy was aware of all that was happening to us. My daughter and I 
went to the embassy for help. We wrote out a statement, but nothing came of it. We 
also stayed at the house of Sallybeth Bumbrey, consul and first secretary at the 
embassy, but she tells us she will be in a lot of trouble if we do not leave, I did not 
want my daughter to experience the marines again. 

• My ex-husband is able to get my daughter back after beating me up. I call the police, 
my sponsor, and the American embassy. I tell them to do something before my ex- 
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husband kilis Amjad. I refuse to leave from the front gate of my ex-husband’s house. I 
can hear my daughter screaming from inside the house, (Later she told me her father 
beat her badly. She tried to jump off the roof, but her father grabbed her.) My sponsor 
informs the governor of Riyadh's offrce. The police cannot use force unless they get 
permission from the governor of Riyadh. They call Nizar inside the house and tell 
him to come out. By this time two embassy personnel arrive just in time to see Nizar 
come out of his house with my daughter. They go with me to the police station. The 
police chief tells me there is nothing they can do to Nizar. "According to the religion, 
a father can beat his children," said the police chief at the Aruba station. We are given 
a court date for the next day, and Amjad is sent home with her father and "husband. " 
At the embassy I have heated conversations to personnel there about why they can't 
help Amjad. It is deja vu all over again. "If you don't help me get her out, 1 will never 
see her again." The most they can come up with is that they can prevent Nizar's 
relatives from traveling to the states. (Later we learn that Samir Radwan, Nizar's 
brother, went to the U.S. without any problem as a Saudi government representative.) 

• Amjad goes to court in her father's car, I go separately with the embassy. Amjad 
arrived at the court and went in with her father while her "husband" went to park the 
car. Nizar (her father) had to go to the bathroom. While he was there, my daughter ran 
out of the court building and hailed a cab. She laid down in the back seat and saw her 
father as he rushed out and looked up and down the street for her. She managed to 
escape. Amjad came to my school, and we were reunited. Wc moved to another 
location. 

• My ex-husband finds out where my school has moved to and complains to the 
government that the school is teaching Christianity to students. The government 
closes the school down. Then he convinces a gang of several brothers who are 
involved in crime as a way of life to take my daughter away from me, (A "friend" 
who overheard my ex talking informs us of this.) My school was able to reopen, and 
the gang follows us around in a Chevy Caprice. 1 got most of the license plate number 
( — 909). From another sympathetic Saudi we learn that the police apprehended them. 

• My ex-husband goes to the governor of Riyadh's office and speaks to a Prince 
Ahmed. Prince Ahmed issues an order that I must hand over my daughter to her father 
or I'll be arrested and deported. A lot of pressure is put on my sponsor, Princess 
Fahada. I am informed through an employee of hers that I have to give my daughter 
back to her father. I refuse and send her a letter back, ” I refuse to send my daughter 
back to a house where she is beaten, sexually abused, not attending school, and 
married off to someone she does not even know. You are asking too much from a 
mother." 

• We are told we will have to meet with a representative of the govemor'.s office, Saad 
A1 Gamdi (1-41 1-5050 or pager 19445816). He threatened us that if Amjad did not go 
to her father, I would be deported. It was an order from Prince Ahmed. 1 asked for a 
copy of the order. He had a big file on me and showed me an official-looking 
document in Arabic. He would not give me a copy. "It is not allowed." 1 told him 
they would have to put me in jail first. He could see that the meeting was not having 
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the desired effect of intimidating me, so he left. We did not hear anything more after 
that. 

• My daughter made two attempts to escape Saudi Arabia through Bahrain with some 
sympathetic Saudis. She was caught both times. 

During the last three years my son returned to Saudi Arabia. He had become dependent 
on drugs and was involved in self-destructive behavior. 1 was diagnosed with cancer of 
the cervix and had to have a radical hysterectomy. My daughter is now 1 9 and has a not 
been to formal school since grade 6. Her "husband" divorced her and married his cousin. 

What will happen to my children if I pass on? 1 shudder to think about it. 

My ex-husband has a brother, Samir Radwan. He had two children by an American, 
Wonna Akawa. He kidnapped her two children. Her daughter, Talida, saved her money 
and was able to escape from her father (who also beat her severely to pray like a Muslim). 
She got out when her father took her and his new family to Egypt on a holiday. Her 
younger brother, Fahd, remained with his father several more years. For some 
unexplained reason his father sent him home to his mother in San Antonio. Fahd told his 
mother what had happened to him; his father had had sex with him. Fahd had then 
threatened to kill his father's new family. The new wife was too scared to keep Fahd in 
the house with her, so the father sent him to live with Wonna, his mother. Fahd is now in 
the Austin State Mental Hospital. My son, Rasheed, and his cousin, Fahd, did not fare 
well with the abuse from there fathers, who are brothers. 1 am watching my daughter 
closely. 

I asked Wonna Akawa, Fahd's mother, to make some kind of statement for this hearing. 
She said she put her faith in Jehovah God, not in governments, and it was Jehovah God 
that had returned her kidnapped children to her. She may have something there. 

My children and I have all been in jail in Saudi Arabia. We are patriots of our country, 
and the U.S. government should be ashamed of turning its back on us. 

I am asking the U.S. government to let my daughter get on a U.S. transport plane and be 
flown out of Riyadh. No one in the Saudi government will help my daughter on 
humanitarian grounds, because it goes against the Muslim religion. 

When my son escaped from Saudi Arabia, he had a layover in New York. There were two 
places he had heard about and wanted to see; Harlem and the World Trade Center. 

"Mom, I went up to the base of the World Trade Center, and 1 had to touch it. 1 could not 
believe it was real." He cried. To him it represented what was great about America. 

On September 1 1 , my son, now in Saudi Arabia, rushed home from work and banged on 
the door, "Mom, haven't you heard what happened? A plane has crashed into the World 
Trade Center!" We sat in front of the TV for 12 hours in a trance. How angry I was to see 
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that happen. It could have been prevented. It made me recall the anger I felt in the past 
when I went to the visa section of the U.S. embassy in Riyadh and saw all those Saudis 
in line for visas - the line stretched around the building at the beginning of summer. 
They could easily go, but my children^ American citizens both, were denied that right. 

When an American citizen comes to any U.S. embassy in dire straights, they should 
receive help getting out with their children. I can assure you that the Saudi government 
does not hesitate at all to help Saudis t^e their children away from foreign spouses. The 
Saudi government even issues passports under a different name to Saudis unable to enter 
the U.S. Why aren't we fingerprinting them and developing a database? It is very careless 
not to. I've been told by maids and drivers from the Philippines working for the royal 
family that they were issued Saudi passports from their sponsors so that it would be 
harder for them to run away when they traveled to the U.S. with the royal family. (Pat 
Roush's ex-husband was not allowed to enter the U.S., so the Saudi government issued 
him a passport under another name so he could bring his father to the U.S. for medical 
treatment. Pat's ex-husband was stupid enough to call Pat and brag about it.) 

It is scandalous that American mothers were not allowed to travel to Saudi Arabia to see 
their children unless their kidnapping Saudi ex-husbands got them a visa. The American 
government valued their "special relationship" with Saudi Arabia over the human rights 
of its own citizens. 


It is disgraceful that even now American mothers are stuck in Saudi Arabia and cannot 
leave when they want to. (ex. Debra Sultan in Riyadh.) 

I am asking the American government to remember what it stands for, human rights , and 
they should not forget this in exchange for perks from countries who have abysmal 
human rights records. 


My father passed away in 1992. He never got to see his granddaughter. My 
mother is in her seventies. My sister is ailing. They want us back safe and sound. 
After almost twenty years of this, I am still asking: Please help us! 


Sincerely, 


Monica Stowers 
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Mr. Burton. We’ll now go to Ms. Hernandez-Davis for your testi- 
mony. 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Good morning, Chairman Burton, mem- 
bers of the committee. Thank you. 

Yes. Thank you for the opportunity to participate in this panel, 
present you with my devastating experience trying to rescue my 
daughter out of captivity in Saudi Arabia. My daughter, formerly 
known as Yasmin and now known as Dria, was taken against her 
will to Saudi Arabia at the age of 11 and forced to live there until 
she was rescued 2 years later. She endured a great deal of physical 
emotional abuse and religious persecution by her Saudi father and 
his family. She is, to my knowledge, the only American child kid- 
napped to Saudi Arabia that has escaped. The Saudi Government 
as well as the American government, the State Department and 
the American Embassy, never helped me with my daughter’s re- 
lease. 

Dria was one more case, one more file, one more American child 
taken to Saudi Arabia never to be seen again. While held against 
her will in Saudi Arabia, my daughter was beaten to say she was 
Muslim. She was scared into thinking that she and her Christian 
family would burn in the flames of hell. Because she would not con- 
form and pray, she had to eat on the floor. Dria was neglected and 
unattended because she would not say she was Muslim. My daugh- 
ter’s spirit was stronger than her Saudi father and family expected. 
Every night she prayed a simple prayer her grandmother taught 
her in Spanish and she hung on to her faith. 

The American Embassy in Riyadh warned me that if I reported 
the abuse, it would only get worse. It is common practice for Saudi 
fathers to beat or mistreat their children and their wives. While in 
Saudi Arabia, Dria’s letters, cards, pictures that she had of her 
family, friends and of me were taken by her father and destroyed. 
During her many hidden telephone calls to the United States, Dria 
told me that she was scared she could not picture my face anymore. 
She was forgetting what I looked like. 

She sounded more and more depressed and told me she would 
rather die than to continue to live in Saudi Arabia. Her situation 
was deteriorating and no one was helping. I was naive in thinking 
that my country would help protect its citizens. Dria was an Amer- 
ican citizen whose rights had been clearly violated. My protest in 
front of the White House and foreign Embassies, with parents of 
other missing children, letter writing campaigns addressing foreign 
officials, communications with the State Department, and Amer- 
ican Embassy in Riyadh did nothing to elicit response that could 
help me with the release of my daughter. It took a year to plan 
Dria’s escape from Saudi Arabia. 

My mother and I had to sell our home, furniture, empty our sav- 
ings account in order to finance Dria’s escape from hell. This ex- 
tremely brave 12-year-old knew that her life was in danger if 
caught. Knew that she would be beaten to death by her father if 
the plan failed. But she did whatever she had to do in order to es- 
cape. All that mattered to her was getting home, getting her life 
back. How did this devastating experience tegin? 

In 1984, I married what seemed to be a very nice, chivalrous 
young man, a graduate of the University of Miami that was born 
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and raised in Saudi Arabia. Khalid Shalhoub had been living in the 
United States for 8 years and was very Americanized. He intended 
to continue to live in the United States once we married. I lived 
in Saudi Arabia for a year and a half. It was meant to be tem- 
porary, but my Saudi husband changed his mind once we were 
there and wanted to make the stay permanent. He went from being 
very Americanized and liberal while living in the United States to 
joining in on the hate rhetoric for Israel and the Jews prevailing 
the Middle East. 

He even went so far as to argue that the Holocaust never existed; 
it was conjured up by the Jews to gain sympathy. While in Saudi, 
I was shocked to see how women were treated. Women in Saudi 
Arabia are treated as second class citizens and as a possession of 
their father or husband. They have no rights. And they have little 
or inferior education. Their marriages are arranged and they may 
be forced to marry as young as age 12 . They are forced to wear 
black abayas and cover head to toe. Their religious police have the 
right to use whips or stones to beat women in public who they 
think are not properly dressed or attracting attention. 

Women are not allowed in certain places of business or in certain 
restaurants in Saudi Arabia. Women can’t play sports, go for a 
walk, read a magazine about what’s going on in the world because 
of the extreme censorship of materials, magazines, news, etc. Liv- 
ing in Saudi Arabia poisoned my marriage with Khalid. I managed 
to return to the United States when I was pregnant with Dria 
knowing that if I mentioned divorce in Saudi Arabia, I would not 
be allowed to leave. 

I was stunned to find out the men had to give their wives, 
daughters, sisters written permission to leave the country or to 
travel, no matter how old they are. Khalid and I were divorced in 
Miami when Dria was 2 years old. Khalid felt humiliated by the 
divorce because it was I, the woman, who initiated the divorce, not 
he. In Saudi Arabia, it is customary that men divorce their wives, 
or just take on another wife. As a result, he vowed that he would 
make me pay for what I had done to him. He would take our 
daughter to Saudi Arabia and never allow me to see her again. 

Although I had custody of Dria and was raising her with little 
or no help from Khalid, the family court in Miami awarded him un- 
restricted travel when Dria was 6. The family court judge was well 
aware of Khalid’s threats and was not concerned with the fact that 
I had no recourse if Khalid chose to take Dria to Saudi and keep 
her there. 

Khalid began to take Dria on trips to London when she was 8 
years old. London was his place of residence at the time. He en- 
joyed the freedom and lack of restrictions that he could not have 
in Saudi Arabia. Every time he took her on a trip, I worried and 
prayed that he would bring her back. 

The day I dreaded finally arrived when Khalid called me from 
Saudi Arabia in August 1997 and told me I had a few minutes to 
talk to my daughter. He did not know how long he would keep Dria 
or if I would ever see her again. I briefly spoke to my daughter who 
had no clue what was going on. And I got to say that I loved her. 

I pleaded with him to meet me in Europe so that we could dis- 
cuss his decision. We were both parents and needed to do what was 
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best for Dria. He laughed in an evil way and hung up. It took the 
FBI about a month to write a report. I even had to show them a 
copy of the Federal law that Khalid had broken. It took the U.S. 
attorneys office 1 year to prosecute Khalid and charge him with the 
international kidnapping. I was a relentless nag that did not give 
up. It seemed that the issue of kidnapping a child by a parent was 
completely acceptable, and an issue that most officials were not in- 
terested in dealing with. 

The prosecutor that handled my case told me they did not want 
to take on these types of cases to the Grand Jury because they 
don’t make an arrest, and these type of cases hurt their depart- 
ment statistically. 

The State Department’s Office of Children’s Issues’ role in the 
kidnapping of my daughter was to keep a file on the case, send me 
a packet on international abductions and recommend to the Amer- 
ican Embassy in Riyadh to conduct a welfare and whereabouts 
visit. Letters to officials should have been written on her behalf but 
were not. I also asked the State Department to give me a list of 
other parents’ names and contact numbers whose children had also 
been kidnapped to Saudi Arabia. And if that was not possible, I 
asked them to give out my name and phone number to those par- 
ents. For some reason, the State Department did not want to see 
parents uniting in a common cause. 

The first and only welfare and whereabouts visit that the Amer- 
ican Embassy conducted on my daughter took place in a hotel lobby 
in Riyadh and was controlled by Khalid. He initially agreed to the 
visit by the American Embassy consul because he wanted to be in 
good standing with them in case he wanted to travel to the United 
States. He did not know yet that he could be arrested. Dria was 
threatened by her father to act and say certain things or a beating 
would follow did she not comply. The American Embassy should 
have negotiated with Khalid during this meeting or even pressured 
him. Khalid’s travel restrictions hurt him and he could have — this 
could have been a negotiating point. He loved to travel throughout 
Europe for pleasure and for business. The Saudi Arabian Govern- 
ment does not issue tourist visas and does not admit mothers seek- 
ing to visit their abducted children unless the Saudi father pro- 
vides a letter of no objection. 

By some miracle and constant pressure from Congressman Diaz- 
Balart’s office, the Saudi Embassy issued me a visa in February 
1989 without the consent of my former husband. My passport, how- 
ever, indicated that he was sponsoring me, even though he was un- 
aware of this consent. I had to travel with my uncle as my male 
chaperone. Once in Saudi Arabia, I was naive to think the Amer- 
ican Embassy would help Dria and me leave the country. After all, 
the American Embassy had a copy of my daughter’s passport on 
file, documentation showing that I had custody and that my former 
husband had broken State and Federal laws when he kidnapped 
her. 

Everyone at the Embassy and State Department was aware that 
Dria’s case was different. She was almost 12, had been raised in 
the United States and was set in her religion, was very happy in 
school and terribly wanted to go home. Her rights were clearly vio- 
lated. She wanted her life back. I asked Sally Beth Brumbrey, the 
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consul and first secretary at the time, to help me bring my daugh- 
ter home. I asked the following questions: If Dria could get to the 
Embassy on her own, would I be able to take her home? If Dria 
and I were able to meet anywhere in the country or close to the 
Bahrain border, would the American Embassy help us get through? 
If Dria and I were able to go to the U.S. military base in Saudi 
Arabia, would the military help us get out? 

I posed many different scenarios that would lead to getting my 
daughter out of Saudi. I was simply told the American Emb^assy 
and its officials were guests in Saudi Arabia and no one could risk 
doing anything of that nature. Sally Beth Brumbrey, I learned, was 
leaving Riyadh shortly for a new position in Australia and could 
not afford to risk her job. Other consul associated offered no help. 
During my 1-month stay in Saudi Arabia, Khalid agreed to let me 
see my daughter under strict supervision five times. I was threat- 
ened not to hug her, whisper or show any emotion that would sug- 
gest I wanted her home with me. 

Khalid went on to threaten me that in Saudi Arabia he was the 
law. He would choose whether or not I would see my daughter 
again. I understood that she could never leave the country even as 
adult woman. Luckily, my daughter and I were able to speak in 
Spanish, accomplished much in those short five meetings. But I 
could not describe in words how hard it was to leave my daughter 
in Saudi Arabia and hear her beg me to take her. She cried and 
told me, “mom, don’t leave me here, I want to come home. I miss 
Abuela. I want to be with you, mom. I can’t stay here 1 more day. 
Please don’t leave me.” 

All I could say and had time to say was to be patient and strong. 
The same way that I sneaked in to see you and let you know that 
I have not abandoned you or given up. I’ll find a way to get you 
out I am not going to leave you here, I promise. I wanted to protect 
her from everything she was going through, the pain she was en- 
during, but I couldn’t and my government was not helping us. Dria 
has been home safely for 3 years. She was diagnosed with 
posttraumatic stress when she came home and still has trouble 
sleeping. We fear that Khalid, who is currently being represented 
by several attorneys in the United States, will get his charges 
dropped and come after us. The number of cases of children and 
women kidnapped and kept hostage in Saudi Arabia is now too 
alarming to ignore. American citizens, especially our young citizens 
of the future, need to be protected at all costs. Thank you. 

Mr. Burton. These are all heart rending stories. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Hernandez-Davis follows:] 
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STATEMENT OF MIRIAM HERNANDEZ^DAVIS 
JUNE 12, 2002 

Good Morning Chairman Burton and Members of the Committee. Thank you for the 
opportunity to participate in this panel and present you with my devastating experience in 
trying to rescue my daughter out of captivity in Saudi Arabia 

My daughter, formerly known as Yasmeen, and now known as Dria, was taken against 
her will to Saudi Arabia at the age of 1 1 and forced to live there until she was rescued 
two years later. She endured a great deal of physical, emotional abuse and religious 
persecution by her Saudi father and his family. 

She is to my knowledge the only American child kidnapped to Saudi Arabia that has 
escaped. 

The Saudi Government as well as the American Government, the State Department and 
American Embassy, never helped me with my daughter’s release. Dria was one more 
case, one more file, one more American child taken to Saudi Arabia never to be seen 
again. 

While held against her will in Saudi Arabia, my daughter was beaten to say she was a 
Muslim. She was scared into thinking that she and her Christian family would bum in the 
flames in hell. Because she would not conform and pray, she had to eat on the floor. Dria 
was neglected and unattended because she would not say she was Muslim. My daughter’s 
spirit was stronger than her Saudi father and family expected. Every night she prayed a 
simple prayer that her grandmother taught her in Spanish and she hung on to her faith. 

The American Embassy in Riyadh warned me that if I reported the abuse, it would only 
get worse; it is common practice for Saudi fathers to beat or mistreat their children and or 
wives. 

While in Saudi Arabia, Dria’s letters, cards, pictures that she had of her family, friends 
and me were all taken by her father and destroyed. During her many hidden telephone 
calls to the United States, Dria told me that she was scared she could not picture my face 
anymore and was forgetting what I looked like. She sounded more and more depressed 
and told me that she would rather die than to continue to live in Saudi Arabia. Her 
situation was deteriorating and no one was helping. 

I was naive in thinking that my country would help protect its citizens. Dria was an 
American citizen whose rights had been clearly violated. My protests in front of the 
White House and foreign embassies with parents of other missing children, letter writing 
campaigns addressed to important officials, commimications with the State Department 
and American Embassy in Riyadh did not elicit any response that could help with the 
release of my daughter. 
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It took a year to plan Dria’s escape from Saudi Arabia. My mother and I had to sell our 
home, furniture and empty our savings account in order to finance Dria’s escape from 
hell. This extremely brave 1 2 year old knew that her life was in danger if caught; knew 
that she would be beaten to death by her father if the plan failed but did whatever she had 
to in order to escape. All that mattered to her was getting home; getting her life back. 

How did this devastating experience begin? 

In 1984, 1 married what seemed to be at the time a very nice, chivalrous young man; a 
graduate of the University of Miami that was bom and raised in Saudi Arabia. Khalid 
Shalhoub, had been living in the United States for eight years aiid was very 
“Americanized”. His intended to continue to live in the United States once we married. 

I lived in Saudi Arabia for a year and a half. It was meant to be temporary but my Saudi 
husband changed his mind once we were there and wanted to make the stay permanent. 
He went from being very “Americanized” and liberal while living in the United States to 
joining in on the hate rhetoric for Israel and the Jews that is prevalent in the Middle East. 
He even went so far as to argue that the Holocaust never existed-it was conjured up by 
the Jews to gain sympathy. 

While in Saudi, I was shocked to see how women were treated. Women in Saudi Arabia 
are treated as second-class citizens and as the possession of their father or husband. They 
have no rights, and they have little or inferior education. Their marriages are arranged 
and they may be forced to marry as young as age 12. They are forced to wear black 
abayas and cover head to toe. The religious police have the right to use whips or stones to 
beat women in public who they think are not properly dressed, or are attracting attention. 
Women are not allowed in certain places of business or in certain restaurants in Saudi 
Arabia. Women can’t play sports, go for a walk, or read about what is going on in the 
world because of the extreme censorship of materials, magazines, and news. 

Living in Saudi Arabia poisoned my marriage with Khlid.I managed to return to the 
United States when I was pregnant with Diia, knowing then that if I mentioned divorce in 
Saudi Arabia, I would not be allowed to leave. I was stunned to find out that men had to 
give their wives, daughters, sisters, written permission to leave the country or to travel no 
matter how old they are. 

Khalid and I were divorced in Miami when Dria was two years old. Khalid felt 
humiliated by the divorce because it was I, the woman who initiated the divorce and not 
he. In Saudi, it is customary that men divorce their wife or just take on another wife. As a 
result, he vowed that he would make me pay for what I had done to him. He would take 
our daughter to Saudi and never allow me to see again. 

Although I had custody of Dria and was raising her with little no help from Khalid, 

The family court in Miami awarded him unrestricted travel with Dria at the age of 6. The 
family court judge was well aware of Khalid’s threats and was not concerned with the 
fact that I had no recourse if Khalid chose to take Dria to Saudi and keep her there. 
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Khalid began to take Dria on trips to London when she was 8 years old. London was his 
place of residence at the time. He enjoyed the freedom and lack of restrictions that he 
could not have living in Saudi Arabia. 

Every time he took her on a trip, I worried and prayed that he would bring her back. The 
day I dreaded finally arrived when Khalid called me from Saudi Arabia in August 1997 
and told me that I had a few minutes to talk to my daughter. He did not know how long 
he would keep Dria there or if I would ever see her again. I briefly spoke to my daughter, 
who had no clue as to what was going on and did not get to say much but that I loved her. 
I pleaded with Khalid to meet me in Europe so that we could discuss his decision. We 
were both parents and needed to do what was best for Dria. He laughed in an evil way 
and hung up 

It took the FBI about one month to write a report. I even had to show then a copy of the 
federal law that Khalid had broken. It took the US attorney’s office one year to prosecute 
Khalid and charge him with International Kidnapping. I was a relentless nag that did not 
give up. It seemed that the issue of kidnapping a child by a parent was completely 
acceptable and an issue that most officials were not interested in dealing with. The 
prosecutor that handled my case told me that they did not want to take on these types of 
cases to the Grand Jury because they don’t make an arrest. These type of cases hurt their 
department statistically. 

The State Department’s Office of Children’s Issues role in the kidnapping of my daughter 
was to keep a file on the case, send me a packet on International abductions and 
recommended to the American Embassy in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia to conduct a welfare 
and whereabouts’ visit. Letters to officials should have been written on our behalf but 
were not. I also asked the State Department to give me a list of other parents names and 
contact number whose children have also been kidnapped to Saudi Arabia and if that was 
not possible , I asked that they give out my name and phone number to the list of parents 
they had. For some reason, the State Department did not want to see parents uniting with 
a common cause. 

The first and only welfare and whereabouts visit that the American conducted on my 
daughter took place in a hotel Lobby in Riyadh and was controlled by Khalid. He initially 
agreed to the visit by the American Embassy consul because he wanted to be in good 
standing with the American Embassy in case he wanted to travel to United States. He did 
not know yet that he could be arrested. Dria was threatened by he father to act and say 
certain things or a beating would follow if she did not comply. 

The American Embassy should have negotiated with Khalid during this meeting or even 
pressured him. Khalid ‘s travel restrictions hurt him and could have been a negotiating 
point. He loved to travel throughout Europe for pleasure and for business. 

The Saudi Arabian govermnent does not issue tourist visas and does not admit mothers 
seeking to visit their abducted children luiless the Saudi father provides a letter of no 
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objection. By some miracle and constant pressure from Congressman Diaz-Balart’s 
office, the Saudi Embassy issued me a visa in February 1989 without the consent of my 
former husband (my passport however, indicated that my former husband was sponsoring 
yet he was unaware and did not give consent). I had to travel with my uncle as my male 
chaperone. 

Once in Saudi Arabia, 1 was naive to think that the American Embassy would help Dria 
and me leave the country. After all, the American Embassy had a copy of my daughters 
passport on file, documentation showing that I had custody and that my former husband 
had broken state and federal laws when he kidnapped her. 

Everyone at the American Embassy and State Department was aware that Dria’s case was 
different. She was almost 12, had been raised in the United States, was set in her religion, 
was very happy in school and terribly wanted to go home. Her rights were clearly 
violated. She wanted her life back. 

I asked SallyBeth Bumbrey, the Consul and First Secretary at the time, to help me bring 
my daughter home. I asked the following questions; “If Dria could get to the Embassy on 
her own, would I be able to take her home? If Dria and I were able to meet them 
anywhere in the country or close to the Bahrain border, would the American Embassy 
help us get through? If Dria and I were able to get to a United States military base in 
Saudi, would our military help us get out”? 

I posed many different scenarios that would lead to getting my daughter out of the 
country. I was simply told that the American Embassy and its officials were guests in 
Saudi Arabia and no one could risk doing anything of that nature. SallyBeth Bumbrey, I 
learned was leaving Riyadh shortly for a new position in Australia and could not afford to 
risk her job. Other consular associates offered no help. 

During my one-month stay in Saudi Arabia, Khalid agreed to let me see my daughter 
under strict supervision five times. I was threatened not to hug her, whisper, or show any 
emotion that would suggest I wanted her home with me. Khalid went on to threaten me 
that in Saudi Arabia he was the law and he would choose whether or not I would ever see 
my daughter again. I understood that she could never leave the country, even as an adult 
woman .Luckily, My daughter and I were able to speak in Spanish and accomplish much 
in those five short meetings. I can not describe in words how hard it was to leave my 
daughter in Saudi Arabia and hear her beg me to take her. She cried and told me “MOM, 
DON’T LEAVE ME HERE, I WANT TO COME HOME. I MISS ABUELA . I WANT 
TO BE WITH YOU MOM”. I CANT STAY HERE ONE MORE DAY. PLEASE 
DON’T LEAVE ME. 

All I could say and had time to say was,” be patient and be strong. The same way that I 
sneaked in to see you and let you know that I had not abandoned you or given up. I’ll find 
a way to get you out. I’m not going to leave you here, I promise”. 

I wanted to protect her from everything she was going through, the pain she was enduring 
but I couldn’t and my government was not helping us. 
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Dria has been back home safely for 3 years. She was diagnosed with post traumatic stress 
when she came home and she still has trouble sleeping. We fear that Khalid, who is 
currently being represented by several attorneys in the United States, will get charges 
dropped and come after us. 

The number of cases of children and women kidnapped and kept hostage in Saudi Arabia 
is now too alarming to ignore. American citizens, especially our young citizens of the 
future need to be protected at all costs. 
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Mr. Burton. Would you like to make a statement now that 
you’re back? 

Ms. Dria Davis. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Well, we’ll recognize you and you can tell us what 
you went through in trying to get out of Saudi Arabia. Would you 
pull the mic close to you. Would you also tell us how you were able 
to get her out or would you rather not? I mean, is that — if that is 
going to endanger somebody else maybe we shouldn’t know. Maybe 
it shouldn’t be made public. 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. No. Some of it has been published and 
you know, the generality of it. Whenever she was able to call me, 
we had many, many plans for about a year. And if I could get to 
talk to her I could tell her OK leave. You have to leave at 2 a.m., 
try to get your dad’s keys sneak out of the house. There’ll be people 
waiting for you. There were many plans. 

Mr. Burton. You did that in Spanish. 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Yes, because they were taping our con- 
versation. 

Mr. Burton. He didn’t speak Spanish? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. No. And one of those occasions, one of 
those plans finally hit. I would get called sometimes, you know, she 
couldn’t get out. No she couldn’t get out and it was just heart- 
breaking. But on one occasion, I did get to speak to her and the 
plan was well on the way. Her father dropped her at her school and 
she had an abaya so that she could cover. What she was supposed 
to do was go into the school, act as if she was fumbling in her book- 
case. Put on the abaya, pretend she was walking out past two secu- 
rity guards as if she left something in her dad’s car. And she did 
just that. The security guard called her back but she just kept 
walking and she went toward a car that had a sign on it. 

You know, they had a little red ribbon around the antenna. That 
was the car she was supposed to get into. And then they had to 
keep her from being caught for about 4 hours. In that 4-hour period 
if she was caught — she could have potentially been caught but she 
was very smart in calling the American — no, she called her father 
and told her father that she was at the American Embassy and she 
was not coming back. So while he called the American Embassy 
and figured out that she wasn’t there, that covered the 4 hours 
that you know we needed to get her safely out, and she went to 
Bahrain, passed the border there, dressed as a woman, a Saudi 
woman, someone’s wife, and they didn’t question it. She was very 
tall at the time and they couldn’t uncover her to make sure. And 
basically that is how she got out. 

Mr. Burton. And it cost you $180,000? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. OK. You want to testify. Go ahead. Would you pull 
the mic a little closer? Thank you. 

Ms. Dria Davis. Good morning. Chairman Burton and members 
of the committee, my name is Alexandria Davis. I was formerly 
known as Yasmin Alexandria Shalhoub. My name no longer re- 
flects my Saudi father’s last name as a result of the nightmare I 
experienced when I was held against my will in Saudi Arabia from 
June 1997 to April 7, 1999. I changed my name to try to forget — 
to help me forget what I had to endure in Saudi Arabia, but it will 
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be with me until I die. At the time I was kidnapped, I was an 11- 
year-old living in Miami with my mother and grandmother. 

I was attending Epiphany Catholic School in Miami and did 
what most girls do. I enjoyed swimming with my friends, jumping 
on the trampoline, rollerblading, taking care of my pets and I 
played soccer with a local YMCA team. I attended church on Sun- 
days, as that was also part of my religious and schooling commit- 
ment. My father, Khalid Shalhoub and mother, Miriam Hernandez 
had divorced when I was 2 years old. It was my father’s preference 
to reside in London and he visited me several times a year or I vis- 
ited him in London during summer vacations. My father broke 
State and Federal laws in June 1997 when he lied to my mother 
about where he was taking me for the summer and unilaterally de- 
cided to take me to Saudi Arabia. He told me that I was only there 
to visit my family members. 

However, toward the end of August, I started asking him about 
going home in order to begin my new school year. I started to real- 
ize that my father was lying to me and became scared. Scared that 
I would not see my family again and scared that this man I knew 
as my father began beating me every time I begged to go home and 
begged to speak to my mother. I started having nightmares that 
lasted the entire time I was there. In Saudi Arabia, I was not al- 
lowed to go outside not even to play. I was locked in the house 
alone while my Saudi family went out. I was constantly told by my 
father and his family that as a Christian, I was going to hell and 
burn in the flames of hell. I would wake up during the night with 
visions of my mother and family members burning and screaming 
for help. 

I was not allowed to eat at the family table because I was Chris- 
tian. Instead, my father and stepmother had me eat on the floor. 
I did not understand why I was treated so badly. All I know is that 
my father and his family hated Christians and hated my American 
mother for wanting a divorce. Even though phones were removed 
from the house, and special things were done so that I could not 
use the phone, I managed to dial internationally and reach my 
mother. 

My phone calls were tapped by my father and stepmother and I 
was beaten every time they found out I made a secret phone call 
to the United States. All throughout this time, my mother was in 
constant contact with the State Department and the American Em- 
bassy. She even sent letters to as many officials she could reach. 
And even to the President and First Lady. Along with letters, she 
sent tapes of my conversations with my mother where I was de- 
scribing the physical and emotional abuse I was undergoing. 

There were times that I was scared to wake up in the morning 
because I knew I would get beaten. I would like to share some ex- 
cerpts of the conversations I had with my mom that were taped 
and sent to the American Embassy in Riyadh and to numerous offi- 
cials. No one paid any attention to my sufferings. Please play the 
tape. 

[Tape played.] 

[The information referred to follows:] 
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Dria Davis & Miriam Hernandez-Davis 
Phone Call Transcript 


Miriam: What happened? 

Dria: What happen today was I told my dad I did not want to study chemistry with the 
teacher. I didn’t need help. Then he started screaming at me, then he grabbed me 
[unintelligible] broke my clip right off my hair, and he and it broke into pieces. 

Miriam: Why, did he hit you on the head? 

Dria: Y es, and he hit me where the clip was and it was on my head it hurt so much that I 
couldn’t breathe. I was crying so much I couldn’t breathe. I couldn’t let it out. He 
always hurts me. And then he pulled me by the hair and I could feel pieces of my hair it 
was falling off I was scared, that I was going to go bald, because he was pulling me. 

And then he threw me on the floor. He kept kicking me and hitting me. And uh and then 
he carried me by my t-shirt and he push me back down. And I have a big, big, bruise on 
like the back of my arm. 

Miriam: Uh huh. 

Dria: And it’s like blood and it’s really big, big and then he broke my t-shirt. He tore it. 
And then Abeers (sp?) came and the teacher they stopped him. And then that’s it. They 
just tried to calm me down. 

Miriam: But, he just, he just goes, he goes crazy on you or something. 

Dria: You should see the look in his eyes. I don’t know what’s wrong with him. I just 
can’t stay here anymore with him. 

Miriam: I know. 

Dria: I would rather die then stay here. 

Miriam: Be patient. 

Dria: How can I be patient? It’s almost three years. 

Miriam: It has to work out right. Just can’t be. 

Dria: What if it works out wrong, and I am sixty? 

Miriam: No it won’t were working on it. Okay. 

Dria: Okay. 


Miriam: So 
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Mr. Burton. Does that conclude your testimony, or do you have 
more? 

Ms. Dria Davis. Oh, I have more. 

Mr. Burton. Go ahead. 

Ms. Dria Davis. My father would call me names such as fatso, 
donkey, stupid bitch and tell me he wished I would die and burn 
in the flames of hell. I remember asking my mom if I could jump 
out of my father’s car and run to a policeman for help or try to es- 
cape and take a taxi to the American Embassy. My mother warned 
me not to do that. She told me that not even the American Em- 
bassy would help. I could not understand why my country would 
let me down and not help me. I did not want to be there. I had 
no right to be there. 

Yeh no one was willing to do anything about it. I was lucky that 
my grandmother was able to sell her house and give up everything 
she owned to raise $200,000 for my escape. I was putting myself 
in danger knowing that if my father caught me escaping, he would 
beat me to death. I still risked it. I would have rather died than 
to have lived as a woman in Saudi Arabia. 

I am 16 years old now, and just completed my sophomore year 
in high school. Sometimes I think that if I were not able to escape 
from Saudi Arabia, I would be in a forced marriage to a second 
cousin and with several children. Even though I have been back in 
the United States for 3 years now, I think about what happened 
to me all the time. I was one of the lucky ones, maybe the only 
American child that was able to escape from Saudi Arabia. All I 
want to do now is to find a way to help other American children 
and women that have been kidnapped to Saudi Arabia to get back 
home. Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Davis follows:] 
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My name is Alexandria Davis. I was formerly known as Yasmeen Alexandria Shalhoub. 
My name no longer reflects my Saudi father’s last name as the result of the nightmare I 
experienced when I was held against my will in Saudi Arabia from June 1997 to April T* 
1999. 1 changed my name to try to help me forget what I had to endure in Saudi Arabia 
but it will be with me until I die. 

At the time when I was kidnapped, I was an 1 1 year old, living in Miami with my mother 
and grandmother. I was attending Epiphany Catholic School in Miami and did what most 
girls do, I enjoyed swimming with my friends, jumping on the trampoline, roller blading, 
taking care of my pets, and I played soccer with a local YMCA team. 

I attended church on Sundays as that was also part of my religious and schooling 
commitment 

My father, Khalid Shalhoub and mother, Miriam Hernandez, had divorced when I was 
two years old. It was my father’s preference to reside in London and he visited me 
several times a year or I visited him in London during summer vacations. 

My father broke state and federal laws in June 1997 when he lied to mother about where 
he was taking me for the summer and unilaterally decided to take me to Saudi Arabia. 

He told me that I was only there to visit family members, however, towards the end of 
August, I started asking him about going home in order to begin my new school year. 

I started to realize that my father was lying to me and became scared; scared that I would 
not see my family again and scared that this man I knew as my father began beating me 
every time I begged to go home or begged to speak to my mother. 

I started having nightmares that lasted the entire time I was there. In Saudi Arabia, I was 
not allowed to go outside, not even to play. I was locked in the house alone while my 
Saudi family went out. I was constantly told by my father and his family that as a 
Christian I was going to hell and bum in the flames of hell. I would wake up during the 
night with visions of my mother and family members burning and screaming for help. I 
was not allowed to eat at the family table because I was Christian. Instead, my father and 
stepmother had me eat on the floor. 

I did not understand why I was treated so badly. All 1 know is that my father and his 
family hated Christians and hated my American mother for wanting a divorce. 

Even though phones were removed from the house and special things were done so that I 
could not use the phone, I managed to dial internationally and reach my mother. My 
phone calls were tapped by my father and stepmother and I was beaten every time they 
found out I made a secret call to the United States. 

All throughout this time, my mother was in constant contact with the State Department 
and the American Embassy. She even sent letters to as many officials she could reach, 
and even to the President and First Lady. Along with letters, she sent tapes of my 
conversations with my mother where I was describing the physical and emotional abuse I 
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was undergoing. There were times that I was scared to wake up in the morning because I 
knew I would get beaten. I’d like to share some excerpts the conversations I had with my 
mom that were taped and sent to the American Embassy in Riyadh and to numerous 
officials. No one paid any attention to my suffering. 

My father would call me names such as fatso, donkey, stupid bitch and tell me he wished 
I would die and bum in the flames of hell. 

I remember asking my mom if I could jump out of my father’s car and run to a policeman 
for help or take a taxi to the American Embassy. My mother warned me not to do that. 
She told me that not even the American Embassy would help. I could not understand why 
my country would let me down and not help me. I did not want to be there. I had no right 
to be there. Yet no one was willing to do anything about it. 

I was lucky that my grandmother was able to sell her house and my family was able to 
raise $200,000 for my escape. I was putting myself in danger knowing that if ray father 
caught me escaping he would beat me to death, I still risked it. I would have rather died 
than to have lived as a woman in Saudi Arabia. 

I am sixteen years old now and just completed my sophomore year in high school. 
Sometimes I think that if I were not able to escape from Saudi Arabia I would be in a 
forced marriage to a second cousin and with several children. 

Even though I have been back in the United States for three years now, I think about 
what happened to me all the time. I was one of the lucky ones, maybe the only American 
child that was able to escape from Saudi Arabia. 

All I want to do now is to find a way to help other American children and women that 
have been kidnapped to Saudi Arabia get back home. 
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Mr. Burton. Well, all of your testimony has been heart rending. 
I’m sure everybody feels that way. I wish every Member of Con- 
gress were here to hear it instead of just those who are here right 
now. Let me ask you just a few questions. 

Ms. Roush, you spent what, $300,000 on unsuccessful attempts 
to get your girls out? Is that what you estimate? 

Ms. Roush. The cost of mercenaries and all the other costs of 
flights and all the other — probably more than that. 

Mr. Burton. More than that. You’ve actually paid mercenaries 
to try to get them out? 

Ms. Roush. I hired three teams of mercenaries. 

Mr. Burton. And they were unsuccessful. 

Ms. Roush. Two men died trying to rescue my daughters just be- 
fore the Gulf war. 

Mr. Burton. Tell me about that real quick. Two men who were 
trying rescue your daughters were killed. 

Ms. Roush. Yes. I hired a detective from Boston. After all 3 
years of the State Department failed, I hired a man from Boston 
who had good results in covert operations. And he was there for 2 
years trying to figure out a way to get my daughters. One of his 
friends that worked for British intelligence was there and he was 
married to a woman from Pakistan and she worked at the Saudi 
school system. She was a teacher and she found my girls. 

Alia was 10 at the time and she was trying to find out if the girls 
would leave with Mr. Ciriello, so she found Alia in the school and 
she said would you leave and go home with your mommy. Do you 
want to go home and be with your mommy? And Alia said yes, I 
want to go home and be with my mommy, but Allah will kill my 
whole family if I leave. So she wouldn’t leave with Ed at the time 
and then he found another group of people that were going to take 
them out after the Gulf war started. And they were on their way 
to get the girls on January 18, 1991 and two of the men were 
killed. The Saudi police did not know what they were doing, but 
they were killed in a crossfire between the Saudi police and an- 
other vehicle. And then I hired two more teams and they just basi- 
cally took my money and did nothing. 

Mr. Burton. Currently, does the State Department have a plan 
for getting your daughters out of Saudi Arabia? 

Ms. Roush. The State Department never had a plan to get my 
daughters out of Saudi Arabia. Their plan was to “talk to the girls.” 
They haven’t even been able to talk to the girls. And then they told 
me, well, maybe we’ll talk to the girls to see if they want to leave. 
Well, the girls can’t tell them if they want to leave or not the girls 
are not free. They can be beaten. The girls have no freedom there 
to say their mind to speak the truth. 

What I am asking is that the girls, the women be allowed to 
come to the United States. Their husbands can come if they like. 
I would like the marriage of my youngest daughter to be annulled. 
If my daughter Alia is pregnant or has a baby and if her husband 
loves her, he can live in the United States. They should be able to 
come here and decide where they want to live. They can go back 
to Saudi Arabia if they don’t like it here. But in Saudi Arabia, they 
are not free to come here. 
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Mr. Burton. And do you know when the last time the State De- 
partment saw your daughters? 

Ms. Roush. The State Department, they saw Aisha. Gheshayan 
would never let them say Alia because Alia was the oldest and she 
wanted to come home. And Aisha wanted to come home, but she 
spoke no English. They saw Aisha I think in 1996. 

Mr. Burton. I know this is your opinion, but if your daughters 
met with the State Department and they told them that they want- 
ed to live with you in the United States, do you have any idea what 
would happen based upon your experience? 

Ms. Roush. They would meet with the American Embassy in Ri- 
yadh, and if they said — I mean, even if they went to the Embassy 
and they said, I want to come home, they would refer them to 
Saudi law. They would not issue them U.S. passports. I’ve asked 
Robert Jordan 

Mr. Burton. Even though they are citizens? 

Ms. Roush. Absolutely. They are under Saudi law. I’ve been told 
that by the Embassy. I said, why — Robert Jordan, who is the 
present U.S. Ambassador, I wrote to him all the time, please, 
please, please do this. I’ve written to all of them for 16 years, but 
recently Robert Jordan, and I said, why not just let me come into 
the country when Alia was first married last year and let me meet 
her husband and talk to them and work out a plan. Maybe you can 
go with me to some of the powerful princes and we can persuade 
them to let the girls leave. At least let me talk to the girls. No re- 
sponse. If the girls mentioned to the Embassy that they wanted to 
leave, they would be turned out, as Monica was, back to their 
Saudi masters. 

Mr. Burton. Now, Ms. Stowers, is there any plan that you know 
of by State Department to do something to help your grand- 
daughters? 

Ms. Stowers. Amjad would be delighted to come home. 

Mr. Burton. But you know of nothing the State Department is 
doing to help? 

Ms. Stowers. I can’t hear him. 

Ms. Roush. Is the State Department doing anything to help 
Amjad? 

Ms. Stowers. Not anything at all. 

Mr. Burton. Well, let me just ask one more question then of Ms. 
Davis. The State Department told you then that they would not 
help your daughter get out of the country, as I understand it, when 
you talked to them? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. That’s correct, and they had a copy of her 
passport on file at 

Mr. Burton. And they knew that she had been kidnapped? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Yes. They had all the documentation 
showing, and I was there myself. I’m an American. Here is my 
passport. You know that my daughter is an American citizen. 

Mr. Burton. Do they have the court orders and all of that, too? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. They had the court orders. 

Mr. Burton. And so they knew that she had been kidnapped? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Exactly. 

Mr. Burton. And she was being held against her will, and they 
didn’t do anything? 
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Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Yes. And they knew of the situation. 

Mr. Burton. Now, what did they tell you? Did they tell you 
that 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. We’re visitors here. We can’t help you. 

Mr. Burton. They said they are visitors there? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Yes. The American Embassy in Riyadh, 
they are just visitors, and I couldn’t understand why I couldn’t take 
my daughter. We were both American citizens. 

Ms. Roush. They’ve told me we cannot tell the Saudi Govern- 
ment what to do. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Ose, do you have any questions? 

Mr. Ose. Yes, I do, Mr. Chairman. Ms. Roush, you have men- 
tioned in your testimony that you got a phone call from the State 
Department yesterday advising you not to testify? 

Ms. Roush. No. Advising me that my daughter Aisha was mar- 
ried in an arranged marriage recently. 

Mr. Ose. Who at the State Department called you? 

Ms. Roush. Her name is Kim Richter from American Citizen 
Services. 

Mr. Ose. Kim Richter, R-I-C-H-T-E-R? 

Ms. Roush. T-E-R, probably. 

Mr. Ose. Has she got a phone number? 

Ms. Roush. She’s at the Office of American Citizen Services. I 
don’t know that number offhand. 

Mr. Ose. American Citizen Services. 

Ms. Roush. Ms. Andruch is here today and so is Mr. Crocker 
from the Near Eastern Bureau. They are from the department. 
They’re right here sitting behind me. 

Mr. Ose. We might have them — I’m not sure who is on the next 
panel. 

Now, you mentioned in your testimony also Walter Cutler was 
aware of this situation? 

Ms. Roush. Walter Cutler was the first U.S. Ambassador to 
Saudi Arabia. He was given orders by the Department of State not 
to get involved. 

Mr. Ose. That was the cable he received back? 

Ms. Roush. Yes. There’s several of them. 

Mr. Ose. Do you know who sent him that cable? 

Ms. Roush. I have the cables in the office. They are signed by — 
oh, what is that — legal — the legal affairs, legislative affairs. 

Mr. Ose. Was there a name on it? 

Ms. Roush. No. I wish I knew. I’ve been trying to find that per- 
son’s name for years. I’d like to track that person down. 

Mr. Ose. Have you provided the committee with a copy of that 
cable? 

Ms. Roush. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ose. And you mentioned a guy named Edward Walker? 

Ms. Roush. Ed Walker was the deputy chief of the mission at the 
time they were taken. 

Mr. Ose. In Riyadh? 

Ms. Roush. He worked his way up to Ambassador to Egypt and 
Ambassador to United Arab Emirates. He was recently the Assist- 
ant Secretary of State for the Near Eastern Bureau. He retired last 
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year. He was a good guy. He tried to get the girls out. He was 
under Cutler’s administration there. 

Mr. OsE. So he’s retired now? 

Ms. Roush. Yes. He’s now the president of the Mideast Institute 
here in Washington. 

Mr. OsE. OK. Now, Ray Mabus was an ambassador? 

Ms. Roush. Yes. He’s a former Governor of Mississippi. He was 
Ambassador to Saudi Arabia from 1994 to 1996. 

Mr. OsE. Now, his practice had been to constrain the visas of- 
fered to the Gheshayan family? 

Ms. Roush. To the whole Gheshayan family which was very ef- 
fective because it’s a large wealthy family that comes to the United 
States all the time and 

Mr. OsE. Do they have business interests in the United States? 

Ms. Roush. They have business interests. They have 

Mr. OsE. Such as? 

Ms. Roush. They own a lot of things here I’m sure. I’m not sure 
all of the things that they own. 

Mr. OSE. Is there any way to find a record of what they own or 
don’t own? Because it would seem to me that if you have — your 
term was an active co-conspirator, and I think you — I think that 
is an accurate term. It would seem to me that under the law, if you 
have a violation of American statute and then you have people who 
actively worked to frustrate that, it would seem to me that some 
sort of financial sanction is possible. 

Ms. Roush. I agree. My ex-husband himself does not own prop- 
erty or any holdings in American companies, but his family prob- 
ably does. And as a matter of fact, he has a relative who works for 
the Saudi Arabian Embassy here in Washington. 

Mr. OSE. American citizen or 

Ms. Roush. No. He’s a Saudi citizen. 

Mr. OSE. Now, you also mentioned Wyche Fowler, Jr. 

Ms. Roush. Yes. 

Mr. OsE [continuing]. As the former Ambassador to Saudi Ara- 
bia. 

Ms. Roush. Yes. 

Mr. OSE. And that he had not been very helpful. 

Ms. Roush. Mr. Fowler is a criminal. He’s responsible for the 
loss of my daughters in 1996 when Ray Mabus had the deal down 
with the Crown Prince. 

Mr. OSE. Now, one of the things that I find interesting in the in- 
formation that I read was that a lot of the members of the State 
Department who retire end up being, if you will, employed as a 
consultant or otherwise 

Ms. Roush. That’s correct. 

Mr. OSE [continuing]. By some think tank or otherwise, and if 
you follow the money 

Ms. Roush. That’s right. 

Mr. OSE [continuing]. Through the funding for those think tanks, 
occasionally it comes directly from the Saudi Government. Is 
that 

Ms. Roush. That’s correct. The Mideast Institute funds that. The 
Saudis fund it. They give large amounts. So does — Wyche Fowler 
now is the chairman of the board for the Mideast Institute. Walter 
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Cutler is President of the Meridian Institute here in Washington. 
They all come around and play man about town and appear on 
these TV shows as experts on the Middle East and Saudi Arabia, 
and they receive large contracts. There is a beautiful article in this 
week’s National Review, June 17th’s issue by Rod Dreher about the 
previous U.S. Ambassadors to Saudi Arabia and how they are 
friends of Saudi Arabia forever. 

Mr. OsE. Mr. Chairman, are we going to have a second round of 
questions? 

Mr. Burton. Yes, if you would like. 

Mr. Shays, did you have — excuse me. Did you have any more 
questions? 

Mr. OSE. No. I’ll be back on my second round. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Shays, did you have some questions? 

Mr. Shays. As you all have told what are almost unbelievable 
stories, I leaned over to Doug Ose and said, I pity the Congressman 
that hasn’t been responsive, and then I found myself wanting to go 
and call up my office to make sure we don’t have any cases like 
this. We’ve had cases in Romania and other places where we’ve got- 
ten the police in Romania to cooperate and circle the home and find 
the children and help send them home, but it is very difficult in 
the circumstance that you’re in to be able to have the government 
respond. 

I want to ask Ms. Stowers is this the first time you saw that tape 
of your daughter? Can you hear me, Ms. Stowers? Is this the first 
time that you saw that tape? 

Ms. Roush. I think she has a problem with hearing. The tape 
just arrived. 

Mr. Shays. OK. So besides all of the emotional trauma that Ms. 
Stowers is going through, I believe that is the first time that she 
saw the pictures of her daughter. 

Ms. Davis, I’m not clear as to how long you were in Saudi Ara- 
bia. 

Ms. Dria Davis. Almost 2 years. 

Mr. Shays. I am also not clear as to how well you knew your fa- 
ther before you went to Saudi Arabia. 

Ms. Dria Davis. How what? 

Mr. Shays. How well you knew him. How many years was he 
with you as a parent? 

Ms. Dria Davis. I only visited him during the summer vacations. 

Mr. Shays. And you would, on previous occasions, be able to 
come home? I’m sorry. It is my fault. I need you to tell me how 
much contact you had with your dad before your mom and dad 
were separated. How old were you? 

Ms. Dria Davis. Two. 

Mr. Shays. Two and from 2 on, then your relationship with your 
father was episodic. It was periodic. It was not constant. 

Ms. Dria Davis. It was just every summer and every summer 
when I would go visit his family in Saudi Arabia or London or we 
would travel, I would always be able to call my mom. There were 
never any problems until maybe his family pressured him when I 
turned 11 and when I went there, he just didn’t let me back. 

Mr. Shays. So you always felt that you could leave. 
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Ms. Dria Davis. Right. And then 1 day he just took all my rights 
away, and he just told me that I could never see my mom again, 
that I had to go to school there, and everything just changed. And 
I didn’t understand. I was little. 

Mr. Shays. Well, you’re a remarkable young lady, in my judg- 
ment, to be able to make a decision that you were going to take 
a particular stand, and one of the stands you took was that you 
were not going to profess to be part of the Muslim faith. Is that 
one of the stands you took? 

Ms. Dria Davis. Yeah. 

Mr. Shays. Can you tell me other stands that you took while you 
were in Saudi Arabia, held captive by your dad? 

Ms. Dria Davis. Well, I didn’t want to learn Arabic, and when 
he would give me a tutor every Saturday, I wouldn’t see her. I 
wouldn’t want to talk to her. I would just sit there. The tape that 
you guys heard was one of the days that I wasn’t listening to the 
tutor and he got upset and he beat me, and if I didn’t do as I was 
told, he would beat me. I wouldn’t wear the vails, and he would 
beat me. I wouldn’t pray. I wouldn’t follow his religion, and I would 
call my mom and he would find out about it until I figured out how 
to dial with her calling card, because it would show up on his 
phone bill that I called. 

So I would still do it and he would still beat me, but I had to 
do it, because I wanted to leave and I didn’t care. Because nobody 
helped me. I had to help myself Everybody let me down. 

Mr. Shays. Did you have any friends in Saudi Arabia that you 
could share confidences with? 

Ms. Dria Davis. I only had one, and she went to my school. I 
had met her. Her mother was Egyptian. Her father was American, 
and she — like, I would talk to her and she would help me some- 
times try and plot things, and her mom would talk to my mom and 
then deliver messages to me since my father wouldn’t let me talk — 
or see my mom when she was there. Then when she transferred 
to a different school the following year, my father didn’t let me talk 
to her. When she would call me, he would hang up on her and he 
would never tell me and when I would want to go hang out with 
her, he wouldn’t let me. He wouldn’t let her come over and sleep 
at the house or me go over there and visit her. And then I never 
heard from her. 

Mr. Shays. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. My time is up now, but 
my second round I’d like to ask Ms. Roush some questions. 

Mr. Burton. Sure. Let me ask Miriam Davis, exhibit 12 is a 
cable. Do we have that exhibit? Can we put that up, exhibit 12? 
Exhibit 12 is a cable from Riyadh to Washington describing a visit 
an Embassy official had with you and your father while you were 
being held in Saudi Arabia. The State Department staffer says that 
you wanted to stay. Riyadh and that your father was clearly fond 
of you. Do you think that they didn’t understand, and what did you 
have to say in front of your father to them? Did you tell them that 
you wanted to stay? Saudi Arabia? 

[Exhibit 12 follows:] 
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SUBJECT: CHILD CUSTODY CASE OF YASMEEN SHALHOUB 

REF: <A) RIYADH 04179, (B) STATE 175881, (C) RIYADH 03619 

1. CONGRESSMAN LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART INTERESTED. 


2. ON TUESDAY EVENING NOVEMBER 4 CONOFF AND CONSULAR FSN 
SPENT APPROXIMATELY ONE HOUR WITH KHALID SHALHOUB AND HIS 
DAUGHTER YASMEEN. AT THE REQUEST OF MR. SH;y^HOUB THIS 
INITIAL MEETING TOOK PLACE IN THE LOBBY OF A RIYADH 
HOTEL. THE ATMOSPHERE WAS OPEN AND CORDIAL. WITH MR. 
SHALHOUB CHATTING IN ARABIC WITH THE FSN WHILE CONOFF 
TALKED TO YASMEEN IN ENGLISH. 


3- CONOFF WAS UNABLE TO DETERMINE THE EXTENT TO WHICH 
YASMEEN MAY HAVE BEEN "PREPPED" FOR THE CONSULAR 
ENCOUNTER. ELEVEN YEAR OLD YASMEEN SHALHOUB WAS 
COMFORTABLY DRESSED IN COMPLETELY WESTERN ATTIRE OF DARK 
LEGGINGS, AN OVERSIZE SHIRT. AND CHUNKY BOOTS. SHE 
CARRIED A SI4ALL PINK AND BLUE BACKPACK/ PURSE IN WHICH SHE 
HAD HER APPOINTMENT BOOK (WHICH SHE UPDATED WITH HER 
SCHOOL SCHEDULE WHEN CONOFF. FOCUSED ON MR. SHALHOUB) . 

CONOFF BEGAI-J THE CONVERSATION BY ASKING YASMEEN HOW SHS 
HAD SPENT HER SUMMER HOLIDAYS. YASMEEN DISCTJSSED HER 
HOLIDAYS IN LONDON, BELGIUM AND ITALY WITH HER FATHER, 

COMMENTING THAT SHE "HELPED HIM WITH HIS BUSINESS IN 
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BRUSSELS." YASMSEN'S ASSISTANCE SEEMED TO HAVE INVOLVED 
BEING THE OFFICIAL TASTER FOR A LINE OF BELGIAN 
CHOCOLATES THAT KHALID SHALHOUB IS IMPORTING FOR A NEW 
GIFT/CHOCOLATE BOUTIQUE IN RIYADH (REF A) . IN ITALY 
YASMEEN HELPED HER FATHER SELECT PURSES/BAGS WHICH ARE 
ALSO A PART OF HIS BUSINESS INTERESTS. 

4. ASIDE FROM MR. SHALHOUB* S WORK IN EUROPE, IT APPETU^S 
THAT FATHER AND DAUGHTER MAINLY VISITED TOURIST 
ATTRACTIONS AND ENJOYED THEIR TIME TOGETHER. IN RESPONSE 
TO A QUESTION REGARDING HER SCHOOL SCHEDULE IN RIYADH, 
YASMEEN STATED THAT FRENCH WAS HER LEAST FAVORITE 
SUBJECT. SHE ATTENDS A PRIVATE GIRLS SCHOOL IN RIYADH, 
WHERE ENGLISH IS THE LANGUAGE OF INSTRUCTION, ALTHOUGH 
ARABIC IS A REQUIRED COURSE. CONOFF LTHDERSTANDS THAT IN 
ADDITION TO HER REGULAR CLASS WORK, YASMEEN IS PRIVATELY 
TUTORED IN ARABIC AS WELL AS OTHER SUBJECTS SHE IS 
STUDYING IN SCHOOL. 

5. IH RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS REGARDING HOM SHE SPENT HER 
SPARE TIME, YASMEEN STATED THAT SHE AND A FRIEND ROLLER 
BLADE ON THE COMPOUND WHERE THE FRIEND LIVES. ASIDE FROM 
THAT EXERCISE YASMEEN SEEMS TO LEAD A FAIRLY SEDENTARY 
LIFE AT THE MOMENT. (NOTE: SPORTS AND PHYSICAL TRAINING 
ARE NOT PART OF A GIRLS CURRICULUM IN SAUDI ARABIA) . 
YASMEEN STATED THAT HER FATHER WAS GOING TO BUY BICYCLES 
FOR THE FAMILY, AND THAT SHE AND HER FATHER WERE GOING TO 
TAKE UP SQUASH - ALTHOUGH SHE WAS VAGUE ON PRECISELY 
WHERE THIS COULD/WOULD BE DONE. WHILE YASMEEN DID NOT 
VOLUNTEER A GREAT DEAL OF INFORMATION, CONOFF' S OVERALL 
IMPRESSION WAS THAT YASMEEN ENJOYS BEING WITH HER FATHER 
BECAUSE HE SPENDS A CONSIDERABLE AMOUNT OF TIME WITH HER 
AND, CONOFF SURMISES, SPOILS HER. SHE MENTIONED THAT HE 
OFTEN FIXES BREAKFAST FOR HER AND THAT HE EITHER GIVES 
HER LUNCH MONEY OR PREPARES LUNCH FOR HER TO TAKE TO 
SCHOOL. YASMEEN ALSO CLAIMED THAT KHALID GIVES HER A 
CONSIDERABLE AMOUNT OF POCKET MONEY. CONTRARY TO WHAT 
MAY IIAVE BEEN HER ROUTINE IN MIAMI WITH HER MOTHER AND 
GRANDMOTHER, YASMEEN SEEMED DELIGHTED THAT IN RIYADH SHE 
REGULARLY GOES TO DINNER AT PLACES SUCH AS FUDDRUCKERS, 
MCDONALD'S, AND OTHER FAMILY RESTAURANTS. YASMEEN SAID 
THAT SHE HAS DOZENS OF COUSINS IN RIYADH, MANY OF WHOM 
SHE SEES ON A WEEKLY BASIS. WHILE CONOFF DID NOT 
DIRECTLY ASK YASMEEN ABOUT HER RELATIONSHIP WITH HER 
STEP-MOTHER, MR. SHALHOUB' S WIFE, YASMEEN STATED THAT HER 
STEP-MOTHER SPEAKS LITTLE ENGLISH; BUT, SHE EXPRESSED 
GREAT SATISFACTION WITH HER TEN MONTH OLD STEP-SISTER. 
STATING THAT THE BABY "LOVES ME MOST OF ALL" . 

6. BOTH KHALID SHALHOUB AND YASMEEN MAINTAIN THAT 
STAYING IN RIYADH WAS YASMBEN'S CHOICE. MR. SHALHOUB 
ASSERTED THAT OVER A TWO KEEK PERIOD HE REGULARLY ASKED 
YASMEEN IF SHE WAS CERTAIN ABOUT WANTING TO REMAIN IN 
RIYADH FOR A WHILE. WHEN THE CHILD CONSISTENTLY REPLIED 
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IN THE AFFIRMATIVE, MR. SHALHOUB STATED THAT HE PRESENTED 
THE IDEA TO YASMEEN'S MOTHER, MIRIAM HERNANDEZ, WHO 
REJECTED THE SUGGESTION- (NOTE: AS CONOFF INDICATED IN 
REF A, MR. SHALHOUB REBUTS CHARGES OF ABDUCTION) . MR. 
SHALHOUB REPEATEDLY STATED THAT HE WOULD SEND YASMEEH 
BACK TO HER MOTHER NEXT YEAR, AFTER SHE HAD AN 
OPPORTWJITY TO LEARN ABOUT HIS CULTURE AND LANGUAGE. 
KHALID SHALHOUB BOLSTERED THESE ARGUMENTS WITH ASSERTIONS 
THAT HE HAD WANTED TO RETAIN A TUTOR IN MIAMI TO GIVE 
YASMEEN LESSONS IN THE ARABIC LANGUAGE AND CULTURE. 
HOWEVER, HE STATED THAT MS. HERNANDEZ WAS UNWILLING TO 
MAKE TIME IN YASMEEN'S SCHEDULE FOR THE TUTOR. HE 
LIKEWISE ASSERTED THAT IN ORDER TO GIVE HIS DAUGHTER A 
WORLD VIEW, HE HAD WANTED HER TO ATTEND AN INTERNATIONAL 
SCHOOL IN MIAMI - RATHER THAN THE CATHOLIC SCHOOL THAT 
WAS MS. HERNANDEZ'S PREFERENCE. 

7. KHALID SHALHOUB IS CLEARLY FOND OF HIS DAUGHTER, AND 
HE REPEATEDLY EXPRESSED A DESIRE TO ARRIVE AT A WORKABLE 
AND ENFORCEABLE AGREEMENT WITH HIS FORMER WIFE THAT WOULD 
PRESERVE HIS RIGHT TO SEE YASMEEN. IN ADDITION, HE WANTS 
AN ARRANGEMENT THAT WOULD COMPEL MS. HERNANDEZ TO COMPLY 
WITH ANY PREFERENCE YASMEEN EXPRESSED FOR REMAINING WITH 
HER FATHER. IN AN EFFORT TO BROADEN CONOFF 'S VIEW OF THE 
DISPUTE OVER YASMEEN, MR. SHALHOUB SUBMITTED FOR THE 
RECORD COPIES OF VARIOUS DOCUMENTS PERTAINING TO THE 
DIVORCE PROCEEDINGS BROUGHT AGAINST HIM BY MIRIAM 
HERNANDEZ . 

8. MS. HERNANDEZ TELEPHONED THE EMBASSY TO INQUIRE ABOUT 
THE RESULTS OF THE MEETING. SHE DECLARED THAT SHE HAD 
TWICE TELEPHONED MR. SHALHOUB' S RESIDENCE IN RIYADH AND 
ASKED TO SPEAK TO YASMEEN, PROMPTING KHALID SHALHOUB TO 
HANG UP ON HER. AS PREVIOUSLY REPORTED, MR. SHALHOUB 
STATED THAT HE DID NOT WANT DIRECT CONTACT BETWEEN MOTHER 
AND DAUGHTER BECAUSE THE CHILD WAS UPSET FOLLOWING AN 
EARLIER CONVERSATION WITH MS. HERNANDEZ. HE MAINTAINS 
THAT MS. HERNANDEZ DISTURBED THE CHILD BY DECLARING THAT 
YASMEEN'S GRANDMOTHER WAS DYING, THAT MS. HERNANDEZ WAS 
GIVING AWAY YASMEEN'S FAVORITE DOG, AND THAT MIRIAM 
HERNANDEZ HAD BROKEN HER ARM. FOR HER PART, MS. 

HERNANDEZ ALLEGES THAT KHAE.TD DOF.S NOT WANT HER TO SPEAK 
TO YASMEEN BECAUSE THE CHILD WANTS TO RETURN TO THE 
UNITED STATES. YASMEEN REPEATEDLY STATED THAT SHE LOVES 
HER MOTHER, Al^D THAT SHE WANTS MIRAM HERNANDEZ TO COME TO 
RIYADH. KHALID SHALHOUB REITERATED THAT HE WOULD SPONSOR 
A VISIT TO SAUDI ARABIA BY HIS FORMER WIFE. MS. 

HERNANDEZ SEEMS INCREDULOUS ABOUT KHALID SHALHOUB'S REAL 
INTENTIONS. 

9. POST WILL CONTINUE TO MONITOR THE WELFARE OF YASMEEN, 
AND WILL REMAIN IN CONTACT WITH KHALID SHALHOUB, WHO 
CURRENTLY SEEMS OPEN TO NEGOTIATING THE RETURN OF YASMEEN 
TO HER MOTHER. IN FACT, MS. HERNANDEZ TOLD CONOFF THAT 
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MR. SHALHOUB HAD AGREED TO DISCUSS THE MATTER WITH 
YASMEEN'S PSYCHIATRIST IN MIAMI. KHALID SHALHOUB HAS 
ALSO ALLEGEDLY SAID THAT HE WILL SEND YASMEEN HOME IF MS. 
HERNANDEZ AGREES TO DROP CHARGES AGAINST HIM. 
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Ms. Dria Davis. No. Those words never came out of my mouth. 

Mr. Burton. What did you say? Tell us a little about that con- 
versation. 

Ms. Dria Davis. They asked me questions that had nothing to 
do with anything, like if I ate breakfast in the morning or if, you 
know, what I did on my summer vacations. They asked me stupid 
questions that had nothing to do with anything. So they didn’t real- 
ly do anything, and whenever I would try and contact them, the 
most they would offer me is to talk to my father, but they didn’t 
understand that if they talked to my father, my father would kill 
me. 

Mr. Burton. You couldn’t tell them that while you were 

Ms. Dria Davis. I couldn’t say anything. All of the visits that 
happened were with him. 

Mr. Burton. Didn’t they understand the culture over there and 
the possibilities of harm to 

Ms. Dria Davis. I guess not. I mean 

Mr. Burton. That is amazing to me the people who work at the 
Embassy do not understand the culture. 

Ms. Dria Davis. Yeah. Well, my father was in the room with me. 
Like, he was watching every word I said. I couldn’t say anything. 

Mr. Burton. Did you go to the State Department for help, Mir- 
iam, to — well, you did ask the State Department to get your daugh- 
ter out and they just said they couldn’t, that they were guests in 
the country. 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. They just said that they would ask the 
American Embassy in Riyadh to conduct a welfare and where- 
abouts visit. 

Mr. Burton. Yeah. Now, exhibit 23, which I won’t — ^you can put 
that up there, but I’m not sure anybody can read it; the print is 
so small but it says exhibit 23 is an e-mail from a State Depart- 
ment official in Riyadh, and he says that he’s irritated that Dria 
did not tell him about the abuse she was suffering while she was 
in Saudi Arabia. Do you have any comments about that other than 
she was afraid to say something? 

[Exhibit 23 follows:] 
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to respond to& a ■ comment about Yasmeen Shalhoub aka 

For the recorc^ I spok^to her on several occasions here in 
specifically asked her if her father mistreated her or hit her. 
was that he did call her names, most often "fatso", but that the 
"hit" her was with a pencil after she stood in front of the tv 
view. According to her, this occurred one time. 



In any event, it bothers. me greatly to see this amazing little story 
ome up when their was NO mention from the girl herself while I spoke to her 
n Riyadh. Nor was there ever any mention by her or her mother that the 
ather was attempting to "convert" her. Clarification on conversion - A child 
orn of a Saudi father is considered Muslim, regardless of the mother's 
sligion and while in this country Yasmeen/Dria would have been considered 
uslim in public but any acts of "forced conversion", in the sense of making 
sr pray or yelling at her/ beating her for her mother's religion, were never 
cld to us. Las£ thought on this - she also spoke to one of the FBI guys_here 
/ the name of|[^ ' ' ’ J He is now in the < field office. ^nay 

ant to speak v^th him as well. 
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Ms. Hernandez-Davis. And I don’t know what they are referring 
to or what occasion. Maybe — are they referring to that one and 
only welfare and whereabouts visit that we did? 

Mr. Burton. I don’t know. I don’t know. It just says that he ex- 
pressed some irritation that your daughter didn’t tell him about 
the abuse that she was under. Was that because you were afraid? 
When you were talking to the State Department official, did you 
tell them about the abuse at all, that your father was beating you 
or any of the things that happened? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Were you allowed to talk to the State De- 
partment official, that meeting at the hotel? 

Ms. Dria Davis. No. My father was watching me. 

Mr. Burton. So you were afraid to say something? 

Ms. Dria Davis. Yeah. 

Mr. Burton. I think that is something we really ought to make 
sure is clear on the record and that 

Ms. Dria Davis. If the State Department wanted to ask a ques- 
tion to somebody, I mean, they can’t do it in front of a father. Obvi- 
ously I’m complaining about my father, and then they’re going to 
sit there, you know, and 

Mr. Burton. And he’s going to take you home, and then you’re 
going to be in big trouble. 

Ms. Dria Davis. Exactly and that was even if I didn’t say any- 
thing. 

Mr. Burton. He would beat you anyhow? 

Ms. Dria Davis. Yeah, just for no reason. 

Mr. Burton. Well, I think that we ought to make sure and talk 
to the State Department officials on the next panel and ask them 
if the people who are working in the Embassies around the world, 
especially Saudi Arabia, if they are conversant with the culture of 
those countries. And if they are, then they ought to know that the 
people in question aren’t going to be able to say to a clerk or a bu- 
reaucrat there that they are being beaten by somebody that has 
kidnapped them and taken them out of the country, out of the 
United States or away from their parents. 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. But they can only conduct those visits if 
the father consents. 

Mr. Burton. And he has to be there? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. He has to be there and he controlled the 
whole meeting. 

Mr. Burton. Well, then we ought to find out how the State De- 
partment people are educated as far as working in these countries. 

Ms. Roush. Because they have to get the father’s permission. 
That is the whole point. They ask the father, the kidnapper, if they 
can talk to the children. In my case, the father never let them do 
it, and they never pursued it. 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. I think a strong point would be that the 
visa — the pressuring of the Saudis 

Mr. Burton. With the visas? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. With the visas and putting travel restric- 
tions, that 

Ms. Roush. And selected visa restrictions of Saudi Arabians com- 
ing into this country. 

Mr. Burton. Well, we’ll pursue that. 
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Mr. Ose. 

Mr. Ose. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Ms. Hernandez-Davis, I am 
looking at exhibit 18. I am looking at exhibit 18, and I’m fascinated 
by it. It’s a letter from the kingdom of Saudi Arabia to the Ambas- 
sador at the Embassy of the United States of America. To summa- 
rize, my goodness, Saudis — it’s an after-the-fact letter pointing 
out — or alleging that Yasmin had been kidnapped at her school 
door and was transported with the knowledge of the U.S. Embassy 
in Riyadh to the United States of America by means of U.S. mili- 
tary aircraft, where she was handed to the U.S. Air Eorce, who 
then handed her to her mother. The Saudis are objecting to this. 
Such action boldly violates the diplomatic norms and traditions. We 
see the only way to return things into their right path is by work- 
ing diligently to ensure a prompt return of the Saudi citizen, that 
be Yasmin, to her family and country, the kingdom of Saudi Ara- 
bia. 

Are you aware of this letter? 

[Exhibit 18 follows:] 
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Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
Ministry of Foreign Affaires 


Number; 97/20/49035 
Date: 29/10/1420 
(October 9, 1 999) 


The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Kingdom Saudi Arabia presents its 
compliment to the Embassy of the United States of America. 

The Ministry would like to draw the attention of the Embassy to the complaint 
presented by the Saudi citizen/ Khalid Bin Abdulaziz Bin Shalhoob, in which he 
pointed to that his daughter (Yasmin) was kidnapped at her school door and was 
transported with the knowledge of the US Embassy in Riyadh to the United States of 
America by means of a US military aircraft where she was handed to the USAF who 
then handed her to her mother. This was all done by means of a secret plan known 
only to the Head of the Mission and to the Counsel General at the American Embassy 
in the Kingdom. 

(Yasmin) daughter of the Saudi citizen who called her father after her arrival 
in the US immediately related these informations. 

While we express our great amazement with this totally refused action by an 
Embassy of a forei^ country with which we share the strongest and closest relations; 
we denounce this method in dealing with our citizens. Such action boldly violates the 
diplomatic norms and traditions. We see the only way to return things into their right 
path is by working diligently to insure prompt return of the Saudi citizen (Yasmin) to 
her family and country the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 

The Ministry avails itself of this opportunity to renew its highest 
consideration. 


EXHIBIT 
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Ms. Hernandez-Davis. We saw it last night, and we were laugh- 
ing for about 10 minutes. As a result of this letter, that the king- 
dom of Saudi Arabia is asking our government to return her. 

Mr. OsE. Dated October 9, 1999. 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Yeah. And I think that our Embassy — 
our government should have said something a little bit stronger, 
not apologize. 

Mr. Ose. Did we respond? Do you know if we had a response to 
this? What exhibit is 

Mr. Burton. 18. 

Mr. Ose. We’re looking at exhibit 18, Mr. Chairman, which is ap- 
parently the request or demand, however you wish to interpret it, 
of the kingdom of Saudi Arabia for the return of this young woman 
to Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Burton. Do you have the response from the State Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. Ose. And on exhibit 21 

Mr. Burton. Let me see 21. 

[Exhibit 21 follows:] 
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No. 1371 

The Embassy of the United States of America 
presents its compliments to the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and has the 
honor to refer to the Ministry’s Note of 29/10/1420 
(October 9, 1999), Number 97/20/49035. The Ministry’s 
note refers to a complaint presented by a Saudi 
citizen, Mr. Khalid bin Abdulaziz bin Shalhoob,: in 
which he alleges that the American Embassy planned and 
executed the kidnapping of his daughter, Yasmin 
Shalhoob, in Riyadh and her subsequent transportation 
to the United States by a U.S. Air Force aircraft. The 
father claims that his daughter has given him this 
account of her removal from Saudi Arabia. 

The Embassy has the honor to inform the Ministry 
that Mr. Shalhoob's allegation of Embassy complicity in 
the kidnapping of Yasmin Shalhoob is totally false. At 
no time prior to her disappearance from the Kingdom 
around April 6, 1999 did Embassy officers, whether in 
the Consular section or in any other section, have any 
knowledge of plans to arrange her transportation to the 
United States. Nor did the Embassy in any way support, 
assist, or facilitate her removal. 

The Embassy wishes to state that it does not 
appxove of illegal, indeed criminal behavior, under any 
circumstances. It was wrong for Mr. Khalid Shalhoob to 
kidnap Yasmin from the United States in 1994 in direct 
violation of an American court order awarding custody 
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of Yasmin to her mother. If Mr. Shalhoob’s account is 
true, it would also be wrong for Yasmin to have been 
kidnapped in Riyadh to be brought to the United States. 

The Embassy works hard with the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs to bring parents to cooperate together 
to resolve the tragic cases of children of dual Saudi 
and American nationality separated from one parent or 
the other, but at all times the Embassy and its 
officers work within the framework of American and 
Saudi law. 

Mr. Shalhoob alleges that a U.S. military aircraft 
was used to transport his daughter to the United 
States . The Embassy has the honor to state that very 
strict regulations apply to the use of such aircraft 
for personal transportation anywhere in the world. To 
transport Yasmin Shalhoob would represent a very 
serious and illegal violation of United States Air 
Force regulations. Immediately on receipt of the 
Ministry’s Note, the Embassy initiated an investigation 
by the U.S. Air Force of any misuse of flights between 
■Saudi Arabia and the United States, or to intervening 
points in Europe, as claimed by Mr. Shalhoob. The 
results of that investigation will be communicated to 
the Ministry as soon as they are received. 

The Embassy has the honor to state also that Mr. 
Shalhoob was neither in communication with the Embassy 
before nor after the transportation of his daughter to 
the United States. Nonetheless, the Embassy would be 
pleased to receive any specific information he may have 



134 


regarding the flights cited above that would assist our 
investigation. 

The Embassy of the United States of America avails 
itself of this opportunity to renew to the Royal 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia the assurances of its highest consideration. 


Embassy of the United States of America, 
Riyadh, October 26, 1999. 



APPROVED : 

DRAFTED:!. i-. . 

CLEARED:! 
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Mr. OSE [continuing]. Is our response. 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. There’s a response from our 

Mr. OSE. “The Embassy has the honor to, in the ministry, that 
Mr. Shalhoob’s allegation of Embassy complicity in the kidnapping 
of Yasmin Shalhoob is totally false. The Embassy wishes to state 
that it does not approve of illegal, indeed criminal behavior, under 
any circumstances.” My goodness, here is an interesting — it was 
wrong for Mr. Khalid Shalhoob to kidnap Yasmin from the United 
States in 1994 in direct violation of American court order awaiting 
custody — awarding custody of Yasmin to her mother. So there’s 
clearly 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. But they are saying it’s also wrong for 
Yasmin to have been kidnapped and brought to the United States. 
I don’t understand that. And it’s not wrong that she 

Mr. OSE. Apparently, Mr. Chairman, I’m not as good a 
wordsmith apparently as some of our esteemed colleagues at the 
State Department, but clearly in their letter, they recognize that 
Yasmin was taken, kidnapped from the United States, and then 
they say it’s 

Mr. Burton. Then they say it’s wrong for her to be kidnapped 
back, yeah. 

Mr. OSE. I don’t understand. I mean. I’m going to be very inter- 
ested in the next panel. I want to highlight one thing, Mr. Chair- 
man. We are, in fact, not toothless in this manner. The Transpor- 
tation Security Act that we passed last fall requires foreign airline 
carriers to submit manifests of passengers on the foreign carriers 
that are coming to the United States, and if it does not, the Trans- 
portation Security Act allows Customs to decline landing rights to 
those airlines. Of the entire pool, about 95 percent are complying 
with that requirement. Saudi airlines is not. Customs has a role 
here. There’s a certain process to go through, but I would hope 
that 

Mr. Burton. Let’s draft a letter to Customs saying if they don’t 
comply with the law, that they should be denied landing rights. 

Mr. OsE. Turn the planes back. 

Mr. Burton. Why don’t we draft a letter to that effect, get that 
signed, get it sent out. Get a response from 

Mr. OSE. Section 111 of TSA, I have it right here, Mr. Chairman. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

I do have more questions. I hope we have another round. 

Mr. Burton. Why don’t you continue. There’s three of us here 
and we’ll let you go for another 5 minutes. 

Mr. OSE. My friend from Connecticut is telling me be patient 
here. 

Ms. Stowers, in your testimony, you talk about having asked the 
U.S. Government for help. I’m curious if you know who specifically 
was asked for assistance. What elected official or State Department 
official was asked for help? 

Ms. Roush. She can’t hear you. 

Mr. OsE. OK. Is the clerk here? Take that down to her and ask 
her to read it and respond. While we’re waiting on that, Mr. Chair- 
man, if I could, Ms. Davis, who at the State Department did you 
specifically ask for help? 
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Ms. Hernandez-Davis. The person in charge of the children’s 
issue, the Middle East section was Steve Sena. 

Mr. OsE. Steve. 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Sena. 

Mr. OsE. How do you spell that. 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. S-E-N-A. 

Mr. OsE. Sena. Now, you also indicated that you talked to people 
at the FBI 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Yes. 

Mr. OSE [continuing]. About this issue? 

Do you recall 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. They wouldn’t prosecute. They wouldn’t 
even write a report, because it was a parental kidnapping. 

Mr. OsE. Who did you speak with at the FBI? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. I don’t remember right now. I can’t recall 
the name. I’ll 

Mr. OsE. Do you have it? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. I’ll get it to you. 

Mr. OSE. If you would. 

Who at the U.S. attorney’s office did you speak with? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. They’ve changed. I’ll have to get back to 
you. 

Mr. OSE. If you could get that out of your records, too. 

And, who is it that told you that they couldn’t get involved be- 
cause getting involved and failing hurts the department statis- 
tically? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. The U.S. attorney’s office. They did not 
want to prosecute Khalid for international parental kidnapping. 

Mr. OsE. Because it hurt them statistically? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Yes. 

Mr. OsE. What did they mean? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Because they could not catch the felon. 
They couldn’t prosecute him. They couldn’t bring him in. He was 
in Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. OsE. They couldn’t put a notch on their belt that they had 
gotten this guy? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Right. 

Mr. OsE. So they washed their hands of it? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Exactly. 

Mr. OsE. Now, you also asked a series of questions, can you help 
me get my daughter home? Can you — what about this? What if this 
scenario prevailed? What if that scenario prevailed? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. They had — right. I got, well, you have 
diplomatic immunity, don’t you? Can we ride in your car to the air- 
port? Can you, you know, drive us to Bahrain? It’s only 3 hours 
away. 

Mr. OSE. Who did you ask those questions? To whom 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Sally Beth Brumbrey was the counsel in 
charge. 

Mr. OSE. Mary Beth Brumbrey? 

Ms. Hernandez-Davis. Sally Beth. 

Mr. OSE. OK. Do you know where Sally Beth Brumbrey is cur- 
rently stationed? 
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Ms. Hernandez-Davis. She was leaving Saudi Arabia to Aus- 
tralia, a post there. 

Mr. OSE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Shays. 

Mr. Shays. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Chairman, I have to 
acknowledge, I wrestle with the fact that a country, Saudi Arabia, 
can’t admit that 15 of the 19 terrorists on September 11th were 
citizens of their country, and I also wrestle with the fact that some- 
how human rights don’t seem to matter if abuse is based on reli- 
gious faith. 

So I carry with me two pretty strong biases, and I wrestle with 
the fact that somehow we seem as a government, the administra- 
tion perhaps, our State Department definitely, and Confess by the 
mere fact that all of us are just kind of getting into this issue be- 
cause of your initiative, are wrestling with what for you — is it Ms. 
Roush? 

Ms. Roush. Roush. 

Mr. Shays. Ms. Roush that you have been dealing with this for 
16 years. 

Ms. Roush. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Shays. And I just want to say to on behalf of — on whatever 
extent I can extend my apology to you as an official of government, 
I apologize to you. 

Ms. Roush. Thank you so much. 

Mr. Shays. And I thank you, Mr. Chairman, for giving us the op- 
portunity to have to confront this issue. I would like to know spe- 
cifically — and let me tell you what is of interest to me, because I 
think you take away your message. There is a bit of bitterness that 
I understand, but I just want to say it, because I’m not interested 
in this part of it. I don’t care if a — frankly, in terms of this issue, 
whether a former Embassy — ^Ambassador had an affair. What I do 
care about, though, is that your government has been totally non- 
responsive to you, and I want to help undo that. I am concerned, 
though, after 16 years, your daughters will not know you. I don’t 
even know if they speak English. Do you know if they speak 
English? 

Ms. Roush. This is what the State Department tells me. Last 
September I was able to speak to Aisha. This is only 10 months 
ago. 

Mr. Shays. And she is how old? 

Ms. Roush. 19. And she speaks very little English. 

Mr. Shays. And she is the married child? 

Ms. Roush. Well, they’re both married. She was just married re- 
cently. And her father gave his cell phone number 

Mr. Shays. She’s not with the child. Your older child has a child? 

Ms. Roush. I don’t know. I read that she was pregnant. 

Mr. Shays. I’m sorry. OK. 

Ms. Roush. I have no information about my daughters. 

Mr. Shays. I’m sorry. I interrupted you. 

Ms. Roush. I spoke to my daughter Aisha. Their father gave the 
Embassy his cell phone number, and I spoke to her once last Sep- 
tember. And she said, hello. Mom, hello. Mom, in English. I love 
you. Mom. Ta ala hena Riyadh, come to Riyadh, Mom. I love you. 
I love you. The father took the phone away from her, and he said. 
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that is it. She’s not allowed to talk to you anymore, and then he 
proceeded to marry her off. She’s just a kid. 

Mr. Shays. The challenge you now have is that this may be — 
your daughter may — if she is pregnant, hopefully gives a successful 
birth to a child, then she has an additional attachment to 

Ms. Roush. That’s right. She’s put in the middle like I was put 
in the middle. They’re going to be forced — they’ve impregnated my 
daughters, and now they’re going to force my daughters — they’ve 
done this with other women in the Middle East, American women. 
They did it in Yemen with two sisters from Britain, where they im- 
pregnate these women, and then they say, OK, you can go back to 
England or back to the States, but your children have to stay here 
because they’re Saudi citizens. No. I’m not going to accept that. My 
daughters did not choose to be impregnated. My daughters have to 
come home. Love transcends everything. 

Mr. Shays. Let me ask you this. They were again how old when 
they were — since you really had much interaction with your chil- 
dren, how old were they? 

Ms. Roush. I saw my children for 2 hours in I6V2 years. 

Mr. Shays. I just want to know when they were — I know you 
said this once, and I apologize. I can mix up 

Ms. Roush. I saw them in 1995. 

Mr. Shays. I don’t care right now when you saw. I wanted to 
know when you were their mother with them 100 percent of the 
time. 

Ms. Roush. I6V2 years ago. 

Mr. Shays. I understand. And how old was that, I 6 V 2 years? Do 
the math for me, please. How old were they? 

Ms. Roush. They were 7 and 3-1/2. You know what Aisha told 
me in Riyadh in 1995? This is the one who was 3-1/2. You know 
what she told me? She spoke no English. I had a translator. She 
was 13. She said, I don’t remember you, but I love you. How can 
you put any amount of time? Do you know what it’s like to be a 
mother? 

Mr. Shays. I guess what I’m trying to ask is 

Ms. Roush. You can’t ruin that love. 

Mr. Shays. I guess what I’m trying to ask, and you obviously 
wrestle with this, after 16 years, I6V2 years, when they are 
placed — let’s just say you get what you want, they’re put in a neu- 
tral place. 

Ms. Roush. Yes. 

Mr. Shays. After I 6 V 2 years, do you have the confidence that 
they would say, I want to come back to the United States; I want 
to be with you? 

Ms. Roush. They said it after 10 years, and they will say it after 
I6V2 years, and they will say it after 60 years. I’m their mom. 
Aisha said — she was 3 V 2 when she was taken — I don’t remember 
you, but I love you, and she threw her arms around me. And then 
after — last September, I love you, I love you, come here. Mom. I’m 
the mom. 

Mr. Shays. Do you have any sense that the 7-year-old helped her 
younger sister of 3V2 understand how she was taken away? The 7- 
year-old would remember that. 
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Ms. Roush. I asked Alia that when I saw her, and I said, do you 
remember what happened? And she said, he told us you left us 
here, and I said, but you know that is not true. Alia. And she shook 
her head and she said yes. She remembered how she was taken. 

Mr. Shays. OK. So let me get to the issue of what — and this may 
seem silly that I’m asking, but I want it to be part of the record, 
continuing with what the chairman has asked you. I want to know 
specifically what our government right now is doing to help you. I 
want to know 

Ms. Roush. They’re doing everything they can to deflect and they 
would hope that I would go away back to Sacramento and leave 
them alone. 

Mr. Shays. But you’re not going to do that. 

Ms. Roush. No. 

Mr. Shays. OK. We know that. That we hope won’t happen, and 
that’s good that it won’t happen. So what specifically is the govern- 
ment doing? Tell me, even if it’s as puny as you can think of, tell 
me the best thing right now that the government of the United 
States, your government, is doing to help bring your daughters 
back home. 

Ms. Roush. Nothing. Nothing. 

Mr. Shays. What is the best that you can say that Congress is 
doing right now? 

Ms. Roush. They’re having this hearing. 

Mr. Shays. Well, there’s a lot more we can do with it, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. Burton. It seems to me that one of the things that could be 
done would be to have these ladies and their children come back 
to the United States. They’re American citizens. They have the 
right to choose. They should have the right to choose whether they 
want to come back, and — with their children. And then when 
they’re in the United States, if they choose to go back to Saudi Ara- 
bia, then they can make that decision as free American citizens. 
And it seems to me the State Department ought to be working to- 
ward that end, just to bring them back here and let them decide. 
If they, at this point after 16 years, want to stay as their mother 
says, then they should be able to stay, and if they want to go back, 
they will have that — they ought to have that right to choose, but 
for the State Department to do nothing for 16 years because they’re 
on — they’re guests on Saudi soil — I mean, the American Embassy 
any place in the world is American soil. 

Ms. Roush. Not in Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Burton. Well, it’s American soil whether they want to admit 
it or not. It’s American soil, and if our Embassy people say we’re 
guests here and — the Saudis are not allowed to come into an Em- 
bassy, nor is any other government allowed to come into the Em- 
bassy of our country without permission, because it’s American soil. 

Mr. Shays. Nor can we go in theirs. 

Mr. Burton. Nor can we go in theirs here in the United States, 
and so for U.S. Embassy over there to say that they’re guests and 
that they can’t do anything is just not accurate. They may be — the 
Saudi Government could kick us out. They could tell us — our offi- 
cials to leave, but they know full well there would be retaliation 
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if that ever happened because their Embassy is here in the United 
States. 

Ms. Roush. They did it to Hume Horan, who is sitting right be- 
hind me. 

Mr. Burton. They did it to what? 

Ms. Roush. Ambassador Hume Horan, who’s sitting right behind 
me. 

Mr. Burton. That’s right. They can tell them to leave. 

Ms. Roush. They asked him to leave, yeah. 

Mr. Burton. They can tell them to leave, but if you have a Presi- 
dent and a government that is going to stand by you and if you 
have a State Department that is going to stand by you, I think that 
we could face them down on this issue. We’re the biggest and the 
strongest country in the word, and they have an awful lot of invest- 
ments here and they have a lot more to lose by not dealing with 
us than us dealing with them. In any event, do you have any more 
questions? 

Well, I want to get to the State Department as soon as possible. 
Do you have more questions, Chris, Mr. Shays? 

Mr. Shays. I may. 

Mr. Burton. OK. Go ahead. 

Mr. OsE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Ms. Stowers, I — Ms. Roush, 
would you tap her, the question I gave her there, could she answer 
that, please? 

Ms. Stowers. OK. Phil Gramm from Texas, Bill Archer and Tom 
DeLay made a speech in Houston, and we went to that one and 
begged him for help, but he wasn’t interested. He said that wasn’t 
his job to interfere with custody battles. It was not part of his job. 
That’s basically what we got from each Senator or Congressman 
that we talked to. They have each one said that was not part of 
their job, is to interfere in domestic problems. 

Mr. OSE. Ms. Roush, in your testimony I believe you indicate 
that the State Department considers your — on page 34 of your tes- 
timony, the State Department still refers to your daughters as 
Saudi citizens? 

Ms. Roush. Yes, sir, yes. And they’ve told me repeatedly that 
let’s look at it from a Saudi’s point of view, and they refer to the 
Saudis as their clients. 

Mr. OsE. OK. Those are the two questions I had, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you. 

Mr. Shays. 

Mr. Shays. Mr. Chairman, it is somewhat open-ended, but I’d 
just be interested. Is there any question that we should have asked 
you that you want to put on the record? 

Ms. Roush. Who are you addressing 

Mr. Shays. Any of you here. Is there any question that you wish 
we had asked that we didn’t ask that you would like to put on the 
record? 

OK. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I guess I would just like to say 
thank you, but I would like to say to any of the panelists, besides 
this committee taking on this task, if you don’t feel that your indi- 
vidual Congressman or woman is responding to this issue and you 
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would like to ask us to take on this case, my office would be happy 
to do that. 

Ms. Roush. Thank you. 

Mr. Shays. And I would like to thank Ms. Davis for being here, 
and I’d like to say that I am very impressed by your strength of 
character. 

Ms. Dria Davis. Thank you. 

Mr. Shays. And obviously by the two mothers that are here and 
their extraordinary strength of character, and by the grandmother. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Well, I want to thank you very much. You’re wel- 
come to stay and listen to the State Department. We’re going to be 
asking them questions here in just a minute. Don’t give up. We’re 
going to hang tough and see if we can’t do something to help you 
out. 

We’ll now ask the State Department officials to come. We have 
testimony from the second witness panel, Hume Horan, Daniel 
Pipes, Doug Bandow, Ryan Crocker and Dianne Andruch. Did I 
pronounce that right, Dianne Andruch? Is that right? 

Would you please approach the table? We need to swear you in. 
Are you all there? Who are we missing? 

Mr. Pipes. Ambassador Horan went outside. 

Mr. Burton. Would you raise your right hands. 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

Mr. Burton. We’ll start with — just go right down the line. Am- 
bassador Horan, do you have a comment you would like to make 
or statement? 

STATEMENTS OF HUME HORAN, FORMER U.S. AMBASSADOR 
TO SAUDI ARABIA (1987-88); DANIEL PIPES, DIRECTOR, MID- 
DLE EAST FORM; DOUG BANDOW, SENIOR FELLOW, CATO IN- 
STITUTE; DIANNE ANDRUCH, DEPUTY ASSISTANT SEC- 
RETARY FOR OVERSEAS CITIZEN SERVICES, DEPARTMENT 
OF STATE; AND RYAN CROCKER, DEPUTY ASSISTANT SEC- 
RETARY FOR NEAR EASTERN AFFAIRS, DEPARTMENT OF 
STATE 

Mr. Horan. Mr. Chairman, I do not have a prepared statement, 
but I’ll make some brief comments with your permission and that 
of the members of the committee. My name is Hume Horan. Born 
in D.C., resident in D.C. I joined the Foreign Service in 1960. Re- 
tired in 1998. I’ve had 10 assignments overseas, all of them in Afri- 
ca and the Arab world. I was a Deputy Assistant Secretary for Con- 
sular Affairs back in Washington. Also taught African and Middle 
Eastern history at Howard University and at Georgetown. I served 
two times as our Ambassador twice in Saudi Arabia. I was our dep- 
uty chief of mission for 5 years from 1972 to 1977, and then I 
served as our Ambassador in Riyadh from August 1987 till March 
1988. 

The committee asks a number of questions. Have we done 
enough? Do our consuls do enough to protect American citizens in 
Saudi Arabia? As a former Deputy Assistant Secretary in the State 
Department in consular work, the first responsibility of an Em- 
bassy overseas is the protection and welfare of American citizens. 
Everything else comes second. 
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I have seen our consuls show courage, imagination and extraor- 
dinary devotion in order to helping out their American citizens in 
distress. In Saudi Arabia, I’ve seen our consuls do extremely good 
work for Americans who were jailed for a number of supposed 
crimes, sometimes contract disputes. Sometimes really much more 
serious crimes, being accused of manslaughter or worse, and the 
Embassy managed to get these people around the cape. 

Family abduction cases are harder. The Shari’ah law under 
which Saudi Arabia runs its personal status affairs gives virtually 
total dictatorial power to a husband, and this is made even harder 
in the case of VIP families. The Saudis simply shrug their shoul- 
ders and say oh, well, our law, that is God’s law, is on our side and 
we’ve got the people. So buzz off. This was certainly my experience 
when after meeting with Senator Dixon here in Washington before 
I went out to Saudi Arabia as our Ambassador, I made my first 
business call on the Governor of Riyadh, Prince Salman, a very 
powerful man, a full brother of the king. When I asked for the ap- 
pointment, Prince Salman said, you know, what do you want to see 
me about? I said there are a number of issues, including the issue 
of Ms. Roush. He said — or his assistant said, well, we’ll see Ambas- 
sador Horan, but if he’s going to raise the Roush case, he will not 
see him, just will not see him. 

I had a number of issues to talk with the prince, so I went to 
see him, and at the end of the meeting I said, now, your Royal 
Highness, you know, there is one issue that you did not want me 
to talk about, but it’s very much on both of our minds, and you’re 
going to be hearing more on this question because it is a very im- 
portant one to the Embassy. 

The question of should these matters be raised to a State-to- 
State level, it is extremely important that they are, because my 
strong feeling is that this issue is stuck at a level much higher 
than that of an ambassador in Saudi Arabia. 

There’s very little that an ambassador can do. If they’re just 
going to brush you off saying, please, you know, buzz off. I think 
Ambassador Mabus had a tremendous good idea, withholding visas. 
And I know this is against visa regulations and all of that, but all 
around the world, consuls are using their visa power in imaginative 
and creative ways in order to make life better for American citi- 
zens. I can cite examples where Americans who are unjustly held 
were sprung because an imaginative and courageous consul used 
his diplomacy in order to get that to happen. 

What kind of pressures can we exert on the Saudi Government? 
The point of Saudi Arabian airlines not providing manifests for its 
flight, that is astonishing. I thought this has been — from what I 
read, I thought it had been done for all airlines. The issue of visas 
is a very good issue also. 

Finally, it really astonishes me that the father of Ms. Roush’s 
children could come to the United States. The fact that he has a 
diplomatic visa or a diplomatic passport doesn’t entitle him to any- 
thing whatsoever, absolutely zero under American law, just the 
kind of politeness that we should accord to all foreign visitors in 
our country. 

Should this issue be a factor in evaluating our current relations 
with Saudi Arabia? Of course it should be. We give respect to for- 
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eign nationals visiting our country. We have a right to expect that 
they should treat our citizens with equal respect. Our relations 
with Saudi Arabia should he based on considerably more than they 
sell oil and they recycle petro dollars and we provide arms and a 
shoulder to cry on in a very, very dangerous part of the world. It 
is a matter of mutual respect, and I think in the case of these trag- 
ic stories that we have been hearing this morning, the issue of re- 
spect for American citizens has been very deficient. 

I would be very glad to answer questions insofar as I’m able, Mr. 
Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Burton. Well, I will have some questions since you were a 
former Ambassador and State Department official, so we will have 
some questions for you. 

Dr. Pipes. 

Mr. Pipes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. This is the Government 
Reform Committee, and I think we should look at the U.S. Govern- 
ment performance. I have prepared a fairly lengthy testimony, and 
I will attempt to summarize it. I will argue that the key question 
is why the State Department and other agencies of the U.S. Gov- 
ernment have done so little to support the right of U.S. nationals 
abducted to Saudi Arabia. I shall try to account for this hesitance 
by noting that it fits into a much larger pattern of caution and 
even obsequiousness that has, for decades, characterized Washing- 
ton’s relations with Riyadh. Over and over again, the U.S. Govern- 
ment has made unwanted and unnecessary concessions to the king- 
dom of Saudi Arabia. 

One can see this obviously in the case of children that we’ve been 
discussing and hearing this morning, but there are many other 
cases. Let me quickly mention three very important cases. There 
is the case of the status of American women in Saudi Arabia. It has 
been the practice now for a decade to have female military person- 
nel of the United States who are offbase to wear abayas, the head- 
to-foot black covering, to have to sit in the back of cars and to have 
to be escorted by male military personnel. This is against every- 
thing we stand for. I’m happy to report that just a month ago on 
May 14th, this House voted unanimously to end — to prohibit the 
Pentagon from formally or informally urging servicewomen to wear 
abayas, but here we have a problem. For 10 years, American serv- 
icewomen were subjected to a regiment that is unique to Saudi 
Arabia. 

A second example having to do with women is that just 2 months 
ago. Crown Prince Abdullah was traveling to Crawford, TX. He in- 
sisted, or his entourage insisted that no female air traffic control- 
lers be in control of the plane. Not only did the U.S. Government 
concede this point, but hid it afterwards. 

A second question has to do with Christians. The practice 

Mr. Burton. Excuse me. They hid it afterwards, you say? 

Mr. Pipes. Yes. When queried about this manner, both the FAA 
and the State Department joined with the Saudi foreign minister 
in fiat out denying that the Saudis ever asked for exclusively male 
controllers. 

Mr. Burton. Do you have documented evidence? 

Mr. Pipes. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Burton. We’d like to have that. 
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Mr. Pipes. The quick evidence would be Dallas Morning News, 
April 27, 2002. 

The second issue would be the practice of Christianity in Saudi 
Arabia. We’ve had many examples where American officials have 
acquiesced to the Saudi demand that there be no formal public 
practice of Christianity. The most spectacular case was just over 10 
years ago when first President Bush was told by the Saudis he 
could not say grace before the Thanksgiving meal at the — the 
Thanksgiving meal he was to have with the American troops build- 
ing up for the war with Iraq on Saudi soil, and so the President 
went to international waters and had Thanksgiving meal there. 

More dramatically, we see that the U.S. Embassy in Saudi Ara- 
bia has generally acquiesced to the Saudi demands that there be 
no public display of any Christian practice. 

Third point would be Jews. Jews are systematically excluded or 
have been on occasion systematically excluded by the U.S. Govern- 
ment from working in Saudi Arabia. I have a long quote from a 
former Service officer about how this is done. A “J” is put in front 
of certain people’s names not to go to Saudi Arabia. There is the 
case of a contractor for the Defense Department that explicitly said 
that no Jews or Jewish-named personnel would be sent as part of 
a team to Saudi Arabia. The tJ.S. Government — the Defense De- 
partment was breaking U.S. Government laws in not sending Jews 
to Saudi Arabia. There are many other such cases. I won’t give you 
the details now. 

My conclusion is that one sees here a pattern that is unique in 
American foreign policy, where the United States — the representa- 
tives of the U.S. Government are not willing to stand up for Amer- 
ican interests, and while there can be explanations on the ground 
level having to do with oil and the like, I think the explanation lies 
elsewhere. One finds over and over again that Americans in posi- 
tion of authority are imposing — are acquiescing or even preemp- 
tively acquiescing to what they imagine the Saudis would like. 

An answer to why this is happening can be found in a statement 
by the current Saudi Ambassador to the United States, Prince Ban- 
dar bin Sultan. He said the following, and this was quoted in the 
Washington Post of February 11, 2002. He boasts of his success 
cultivating powerful Americans who deal with Saudi Arabia. If the 
reputation then builds that the Saudis take care of friends when 
they leave office, you’d be surprised how much better friends you 
have who are just coming into office.” The heart of the problem is 
a very human one. Americans in the position of authority bend the 
rules and break with standard practice out of personal greed. One 
finds over and over again that old Saudi hands are doing very well 
once they leave office. Over and over again Ambassadors — and I 
give names in my testimony — are now in positions of authority. 
Two — three of the individuals mentioned here are in my testimony, 
Walter Cutler, Edward Walker, Wyche Fowler. And former Ambas- 
sador Horan has noted this pattern. Others have noted it. 

I would argue to you, sir, that the roth in the executive branch 
renders it quite incapable of dealing with the kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia in the farsighted and disinterested manner that U.S. for- 
eign policy requires. That leaves the responsibility with you, with 
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Congress, to fix things. The massive preemptive cringe of American 
officials requires your urgent attention. 

Without going into detail here, I suggest that steps be taken to 
ensure that the Saudi resolving door syndrome documented by me 
in this presentation, this testimony, be made illegal. Only this way 
can U.S. citizens regain confidence in those of their officials who 
deal with one of the world’s most important States. Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Pipes follows:] 
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Ending the Weakness of U.S. Policy toward Saudi Arabia 


Testimony submitted by 
Daniel Pipes 

Hearing on “Should the United States Do More to Help U.S. Citizens Held against Their Will in Saudi Arabia?” 
Committee on Government Reform 
House of Representatives 
Rayburn House Office Building 2154 
June 12. 2002 


The title of today’s hearing - “Should the United 
States Do More to Help U.S. Citizens Held 
against Their Will in Saudi Arabia?” - is simple 
to answer: Yes, the U.S. government should do 
more. More complex and even mysterious is to 
explain why through many administrations. 
Democratic and Republican alike, the State 
Department and other agencies have done so little 
to support the rights of U.S. nationals abducted to 
Saudi Arabia. 

I shall try to account for this hesitance by 
noting that it fits into a much larger pattern of 
caution and even obsequiousness that has for 
decades characterized Washington’s relations with 
Riyadh. Over and over again, the U.S. 
government has made unwonted and unnecessary 
concessions to the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
(KSA). I shall document this claim and then 
conclude with an explanation of it and a policy 
recommendation. 

Small Scale Obsequiousness 

U.S. government acceptance of Saudi 
norms is particularly worrisome as concerns the 
treatment of women, practicing Christians, and 
Jews; I shall also touch on some other issues. 

Women-. The U.S. government has a 
pattern of accepting an unequal treatment of 
women in connection with Saudi Arabia that it 
would otherwise never countenance. Here are two 
current examples: 

Starting in 1991, the U.S. military 


required its female personnel based in Saudi 
Arabia to wear black, head-to-foot abayas. (It 
bears noting that Saudi Arabia is the only country 
in the world where U.S. military personnel are 
expected to wear a religiously -mandated 
garment.) Further, the women had to ride in the 
back seat of vehicles and be accompanied by a 
man when offbase.. 

In 1995, Lt. Col. Martha McSally, the 
highest-ranking female fighter pilot in the Air 
Force, initiated an effort within the system to end 
this discriminatory treatment. As she put it, “Fm 
able to be in leadership positions and fly combat 
sorties into enemy territory, yet when I leave the 
base, I hand over the keys to my subordinate men, 
sit in the back, and put on a Muslim outfit that is 
very demeaning and humiliating.” ' Not 
succeeding at this, she went public with a law suit 
at the beginning of 2002. Her complaint points to 
the violation of her free speech, the separation of 
church and state, and gender discrimination (male 
military personnel do not have any parallel 
requirements imposed on them; indeed, they are 
specifically forbidden from wearing Saudi 
clothing).^ 

Right after McSally filed her law suit, the 
Department of Defense responded by formally 
changing its policy on abayas\ and shortly after, it 
rescinded the policies on the other two issues 


^ Fox News, 1 March 2002. 
2 CNN, 25 April 2002 
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(sitting in the back of a vehicle, male escort). Yet 
these were largely cosmetic changes, as women 
were still “strongly encouraged” to follow the old 
rules due to “host nation sensitivity.” In 
particular, the U.S. government continued to 
purchase and issue abayas. McSally concluded 
that the military's continuing strong recom- 
mendation that women wear abayas amounted to 
a continuation of the old situation, as women who 
did not wear the Saudi garb would suffer in their 
careers, so she continued with her suit. 

On 14 May 2002, 1 am pleased to remind 
you, this House voted unanimously in favor of a 
bill that prohibits the Pentagon from “formally or 
informally” urging servicewomen to wear abayas. 
The bill you passed would also forbid the 
Pentagon from buying abayas for servicewomen. 
Unfortunately, your colleagues in the Senate have 
not yet acted on this measure. 

The second example concerns Crown 
Prince Abdullah of Saudi Arabia. As he was 
about to travel across Texas to visit President 
Bush in late April 2002, his entourage demanded 
that only male air-traffic controllers handle the 
royal plane. According to an executive ofthe firm 
that runs the Waco airport that serves the 
president’s ranch in Crawford, “an advance group 
of Saudi Arabians went in and talked to the airport 
manager and told him they did not want any 
females on the ramp and also said there should not 
be any females talking to the airplane.” The 
airport complied but, the executive went on, but 
“I had never had a request like this and thought it 
was odd.”^ The Saudis’ demand for male-only air- 
traffic controllers was then passed along to the 
next three FAA stations controlling the crown 
prince’s airplane, which also complied. 

Adding insult to injury, when queried 
about this matter, both the Federal Aviation 
Administration and the State Department joined 
the Saudi foreign minister in flat-out denying that 
the Saudis ever asked for exclusively male 
controllers. It would seem that their covering up 
for the Saudis has higher priority than telling the 
truth. 

It bears noting that the Executive 


^ The Dallas Morning News, 27 April 2002. 


Branch’s weak policy vis-a-vis women’s rights in 
these and other issues arguably has an impact on 
private institutions as well. These tend to take 
their cue from the government and also 
discriminate against women: U.S. businessmen 
and diplomats in the Saudi capital, reports USA 
Today, 

say the biggest U.S. companies in Saudi 
Arabia — ExxonMobil, ChevronTexaco 
and Boeing — do not employ any 
women. Several other U.S. companies., 
including Citibank, Saks Fifth Avenue, 

Philip Morris and Procter & Gamble, 
have women on their payroll, but they 
work in offices segregated from men, as 
is the [Saudi] custom. The Saudis do 
not disclose employment practices of the 
more than 100 U.S. companies operating 
in Saudi Arabia, but American 
businessmen say that to their 
knowledge, all the companies follow 
Saudi mores so they don’t jeopardize 
their investments, 

One Western diplomat in Riyadh complains that 
American businessmen use empty excuses, such 
as there being no place for the women to sit or go 
to the toilet, and concludes that “It’s just like it 
was in South Africa,”'^ For change to ensue, the 
U.S. government will likely have to lead the way. 

Christians: In Saudi Arabia, the U.S. 
government submits to restrictions on Christian 
practices that it would find totally unacceptable 
anywhere else in the world. Perhaps the most 
dramatic single episode took place in November 
1990, when the then-President George Bush went 
to the Persian Gulf region with his wife and top 
congressional leaders at Thanksgiving time to 
visit the 400,000 troops gathering in Saudi Arabia 
to protect that country against Iraq. But because 
the president intended to say grace before 
beginning the festive Thanksgiving dinner, Saudi 
authorities nixed his eating this meal on their 
territory. As a result, the presidential party had to 
celebrate the holiday on the U.S.S. Durham, an 
amphibious cargo ship sitting in international 


USA Today, 13 May 2002. 
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waters. 

A few weeks later, American troops were 
not permitted to hold formal Christmas services at 
their bases located on Saudi soil; all allowed to 
them were “C-word morale services” held in 
places where they would be invisible to the 
outside world, such as tents and mess halls; the 
key assumption was that no Saudi was to be made 
to suffer the knowledge that Christians were at 
prayer. 

But at least the soldiers in 1990-91 could 
hold services, a privilege not normally accorded 
Americans living in Saudi Arabia on official 
business. Timothy Hunter, a State Department 
employee based in Saudi Arabia during 1992-95, 
was assigned the job of “monitoring and 
coordinating the ‘Tuesday Lecture’ at the Jeddah 
consulate general — really the Catholic catacomb.” 
(Services in Jeddah, he explains, took place on 
Tuesday, not Sunday, due to the paucity of clergy 
and their need to be in other locations on 
Sundays.) In an article in the Middle East 
Quarterly, Hunter details the methods he was told 
to use to discourage Catholic worshippers and the 
even worse options faced by Protestants: 

When Catholic Americans sought 
permission to worship, I was to receive 
their telephone inquiries and deflect 
them by pretending not to know about 
the “Tuesday Lecture.” Only if a person 
kept calling back and insisting that such 
a group existed was I to meet with him 
and get a sense of his trustworthiness. 

... In my time, we never actually 
admitted anyone. . . . My personal 
dealings were limited to Catholics. I 
later learned that others — Protestants, 
Mormons, and Jews — were denied any 
sanctuary on the consulate grounds — 
Non-Catholic Americans were directed 
to the British Consulate, which both 
sponsored other religious services and 
admitted much larger numbers of 
Catholics. But the U.K. services were 
full, leaving most American worshippers 
only the option of holding services on 
Saudi territory, thereby exposing 
themselves to potentially violent attack 
from the Mutawa [the feared Saudi 


religious police] 

Jews: With Jews, the issue is not freedom 
of religious practice in Saudi Arabia, it is simply 
gaining entry to the kingdom. In many instances 
over many years, agencies of the U.S. government 
have excluded Jewish Americans from positions 
in Saudi Arabia. 

The U.S. government has systematically 
acquiesced to Saudi demands and agreed not to 
send Jewish nationals to Saudi Arabia. Here 
again, we have the invaluable testimony of 
Timothy Hunter, who explains that the U.S. 
government refuses to send American citizens 
who are Jewish to work in Saudi Arabia as a 
resident. Yes, select senior U.S. diplomats who 
are Jewish are allowed briefly to visit the country 
on official business, “no low or mid-level Jewish 
American diplomat was permitted to be 
stationed/reside in KSA” during Hunter’s three 
years’ experience. He writes: 

when (1993) I worked in the 
Washington, D.C. State Department 
administrative office of the “Near East 
and South Asia Bureau,” it was the duty 
of the foreign service director of 
personnel to screen all Foreign Service 
officers applying for service in KSA and 
to “tick” Jewish officers’ names using 
the letter ‘T’ next to the names so that 
selection panels would not select Jewish 
diplomats for service in KSA. 

I was instructed that there was a 
diplomatic protocol between the USA 
and KSA going back “many years” in 
which the two governments agreed that 
no Jewish American U.S. diplomats 
would be allowed to be stationed in 
KSA. The KSA government had 
expressed its opposition to the stationing 
of U.S. diplomats who were Jewish 
because it believed all Jewish people, 
irrespective of nationality, can be 
considered Israeli spies. I was told that 
the U.S. government had not disputed 
the KSA government’s assertion. I 


- Timothy N. Hunter, “Appeasing the Saudis.” Middle East 
Qua/ierly, iAaxch 1996. 
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explained to the State Department’s 
Office of the Inspector General that the 
existence of such a protocol was an 
indication of illegal activity since no 
treaty provision may be executed 
without the concurrence of the U.S. 

Senate.® 

On occasion, the consequences of this 
governmental boycott of Jews has come to light. 

In the 1970s, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
admitted excluding Jewish personnel fi-om its 
projects in Saudi Arabia. More recently, to 
prepare its defense in a case brought against it by 
the Boeing Corporation, the U.S. government 
hired a Virginia-based contractor, CACl Inc- 
Commercial, to send a team to microfilm 
documents in Saudi Arabia over a period of 
several months. At a November 1991 meeting 
called by the Air Force, Col. Michael J. Hoover, 
the chief trial attorney for the Air Force Materiel 
Command, informed representatives of the Justice 
Department and CACI-Commercial that Jews or 
people with Jewish surnames could not go to 
Saudi Arabia as part of the microfilming team. 

On this basis, David Andrew (the senior CACI- 
Commercial employee involved in the 
microfilming project) drafted and Jane Hadden 
Alperson (Office of Litigation Support, Civil 
Division, Justice Department, the case manager 
involved in the microfilming project) edited an 
“operations plan” in which the 
“Screemng/Selection Process” included the 
following text: 

No Jews or Jewish sumamed personnel 
will be sent as part of the Document 
Acquisition Team because of the 
cultural differences between Moslems 
and Jews in the Region. ... No Israeli 
stamped passport, as per Saudi rules. 

As the Justice Department and CACI-Commercial 
hired the team to go to Saudi Arabia, “At least one 
U.S. person was refused a place on the team based 
on religion or national origin.” 

After hearing a complaint from the Anti- 


^ Letter to the author, 9 June 2002. 


Defamation League, the Office of Antiboycott 
Compliance at the Department of Commerce 
conducted a probe lasting (the unusually long 
period of) one and a half years. The office 
reached a settlement on February 27, 1997, in 
which CACI Inc.-Commercial and the key 
individuals in each institution (Hoover, Alperson, 
Andrew) agreed to settle the allegations against 
them and (according to news accounts) were 
assessed suspended fines. Hoover also received a 
letter of reprimand. For their part, the Air Force 
and the Department of Justice “agreed to institute 
measures to prevent a similar event from 
happening again.”’^ To all this, the New York 
Daily News acerbically commented, “The Air 
Force and Justice apologized and promised to 
abide by the law. That’s comforting, since Justice 
is supposed to uphold the law.”^ 

As in the case of women, where the 
government leads, private organizations follow, 
although excluding Jews is in blatant 
contravention of U.S. law, which states “thatU.S, 
companies cannot rely on a country’s customs or 
local preferences and stereotypes to justify 
discrimination against U.S. citizens.”^ 

Before 1959, the Arabian American Oil 
Co. (ARAMCO) had an exemption from New 
York State’s anti-discrimination law and was 
permitted to ask prospective employees if they 
were Jews, on the grounds that Saudi Arabia 
refused to admit Jews in the country. When this 
arrangement was challenged in 1959, the New 
York State Supreme Court derisively condemned 
this practice (instructing ARAMCO at one point, 
“Go elsewhere to serve your Arab master - but 
not in New York State”) and instructed the State 
Commission against Discrimination to enforce the 
ruling against ARAMCO. 

In 1982, two cardiovascular 
anesthesiologists (Lawrence Abrams and Stewart 


^ Office of Anliboycott Compliance, Department of Commerce, 
“CACl /USAF/DOJ Hoover/Alperson/Andrevv.” 

^ New York Daily News, 10 March 1997. 

^ Jordan W. Cowman , “U.S. companies doing business abroad must 
follow U.S. and host country labor and employment laws,” 
New Jersey Law Journal, 4 August 1 997 . 

19Misc.2d205; 190 N.Y.S.2d 218; 1959 N.Y. Misc.. 
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Linde) brought charges of discrimination against 
their employer, the Baylor College of Medicine, 
for excluding them from an exchange program 
with the King Faisal Hospital in Saudi Arabia due 
to their being Jewish. The case went to court, and 
in 1 986 the United States Court of Appeals for the 
Fifth Circuit agreed with them, finding that “the 
college intentionally excluded Jews from its 
beneficial and educational rotation program at 
Faisal Hospital.” The court surmised that 
Baylor’s actions were motivated, at least in part, 
“by its desire not to ‘rock the boat’ of its lucrative 
Saudi contributors.” Worse, it found, both Jewish 
doctors were informed by Baylor officials that 
there were problems securing visas for Jews, yet 
“Baylor never attempted to substantiate that 
‘problem,’” leading the court to question “the 
veracity of those assertions. ” * ‘ 

Other issues: The abduction and retention 
of children against their v/ill is the focus of 
today’s hearing, so I shall not belabor it here 
except to note, for the record, the case of Alia and 
Aisha al-Gheshayan, two girls bom in the United 
States and abducted in 1986, at the ages of 7 and 3 
respectively by their Saudi father, Khalid al- 
Gheshayan. In defiance of a U.S. court order, 
Gheshayan took them from their mother and 
sixteen years later, they still cannot leave Saudi 
Arabia. (Their mother, Pat Roush, has been 
allowed to visit with them for only a few minutes 
over all those years.) Alia has been married to her 
father’s cousin and Aisha is to be married 
shortly.'^ One U.S. ambassador to Saudi Arabia 
(Roy Mabus) made sincere and praiseworthy 
efforts to help end this case of paternal abduction, 
but otherwise, the record of U.S. diplomats is a 
sorry one. 

Timothy Hunter - a rare source of 
information from inside the U.S. establishment in 
Saudi Arabia and someone subjected to severe 
reprisals for his whistle-blowing activities’^ - has 
documented how the federal government appeases 
the Saudis by censoring mail: 


" 805 F.2d 528; 1986 U.S. App, 

WorldNetDaily, 7 February 2002. 

' ^ Oh him, see Martin Edwin Andersen, “Whistle-blowers keep the 
faith," Insight i 1 February 2002. 


U.S. officials meticulously cooperate 
with Saudi censorship of international 
mail. Mail to U.S. military and official 
government personnel enters the 
kingdom on U.S. military craft, and 
American officials in Saudi Arabia 
follow Saudi wishes by seizing and 
disposing of Christmas trees and 
decorations and other symbols of the 
holiday. They seize and destroy 
Christmas cards sent to (the mostly non- 
officia!) Americans who receive their 
mail through a Saudi postal box, and 
even tear from the envelope U.S. stamps 
portraying religious scenes. 

It hardly comes as a surprise, then, to hear from 
Ron Mayfield Jr., who worked in Saudi Arabia for 
eight years with the Army Corps of Engineers, 
ARAMCO, and Raytheon Corp, that while he was 
working at the last company, the mail censors 
confiscated a photo of his grandmother on her 
95^ birthday, given that this contravenes the 
(episodic) Saudi prohibition on pictures of 
women. More broadly, Mayfield recounts his 
experiences: 

on my first tour of Saudi Arabia, 
working with the U.S, Army Corps of 
Engineers, Americans were ordered to 
remove all decals and photos of the 
American flag. . . . With my last 
employer, providing defensive missiles 
to the Saudis, officers came through on 
an inspection and ordered removal of all 
family photos picturing wives and 
female children. . , . Birthday 
celebrations under Wahhabi Islam are 
forbidden. Customs went through a 
friend’s wallet, confiscating a photo of 
his wife in hot pants. 

According to Hunter, the Jeddah office of 
what was then called the U.S. Information 
Service, an agency charged with presenting the 
official American point of view and refuting 
hostile accounts, was “almost completely staffed 
by non-U.S. citizens from the Middle East, many 


The Roanoke Times, 17 l-cbruaiy 2002. 
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of them not friendly to American values and 
policies.” He found that it “made no effort to 
counter the systematic, widespread falsehoods in 
the Saudi media about American society. In some 
instances, in fact, the USIS actually provided 
misinformation about U.S. society.” Further, the 
public library at USIS did not stock books critical 
of the kingdom or other topics the USIS staff 
considered “too sensitive” for Saudi society (such 
as family health issues). 

The U.S. government’s weak policy can 
be seen in a range of other areas: it does not fight 
for U.S. scholars or media to get access to the 
kingdom; it does not challenge the Saudi refusal 
to allow American researchers to engage in 
archaeological excavations; and it provides 
inadequate assistance to those unfortunate 
Americans who get caught up in the Saudi legal 
system (for something as minor as a fender- 
bender). 

In contrast - and this is a rich subject in 
its own right - the State Department and other 
agencies bend over backwards when Saudi 
nationals living in the United States get in trouble 
with the law (common charges include various 
forms of rowdiness, sexual harassment, and 
keeping slaves). In more than a few cases, the 
accused Saudis are granted diplomatic immunity 
to avoid prosecution, then whisked out of the 
country, Along similar lines, a planeload of bin 
Ladens was permitted to leave the United States 
right after September 1 1 , 200 1 , and before law 
enforcement could question any of them. 

In conclusion, it bears noting that 
although the above examples are limited to 
individuals and do not directly touch on high 
policy, they have more than symbolic importance 
because they set a tone that has potentially large 
implications. McSally, the fighter pilot, explains 
that putting her in an abaya, requiring that she be 
escorted, and placed in the back seat has a real 
psychological effect on military life at U.S. bases 
in Saudi Arabia, implying that women are inferior 
or even subservient to men.'^ Is the U.S. 
government truly prepared to permit such a 
challenge to American ways by the Islamic mores 


The Washington Post, I January 2002. 


of Saudi Arabia? 

Large Scale Obsequiousness 

I have until now concentrated on the 
small-bore and the personal, but the same 
obsequiousness holds no less on the grander scale 
of international politics. Some examples: 

o The Saudi cutback on oil 
production and embargo in 1973-74 helped cause 
the worst economic decline since the Great 
Depression; it was met with appeasement and 
conciliation, without so much as a whisper of 
bolder action. 

o The assault on September 1 1, 

2001, is basically Saudi in ideology, personnel, 
organization, and funding - but the U.S. 
government has not signaled a reassessment of 
policy toward Riyadh, much less raised the idea of 
suing the Saudis for punitive damages. 

o The Saudi authorities executed 

suspects accused of killing five Americans in 
Riyadh in 1995 before U.S. law enforcement 
officials could interrogate them, and they were 
also not forthcoming in investigating the murder a 
year later of American troops at the Khobar 
Towers. After 9/1 1 , as one observer puts it, “Tire 
Saudis’ cooperation with our efforts to track down 
the financing of al Qaeda appears to be 
somewhere between minimal and zero.”“^ 

o The spread of militant Islam: 

“Saudi money - official or not - is behind much 
of the Islamic-extremist rhetoric and action in the 
world today,” notes Rep. Ben Gilman (R-N.Y.), 
chairman of the House International Relations 
Committee.'^ In particular, the authorities have 
been lax about the funding of militant Islamic 
institutions in the United States. Only in March 

2002, for example, did federal agents finally get 
around to raiding sixteen innocuous-looking 
Saudi-funded institutions such as the Graduate 
School of Islamic and Social Sciences of 
Leesburg, Virginia. This problem is widespread 
and not attended to, as a newspaper editorial from 
Canada suggests: 


Michael Barone, U.S. News & World Report, 3 June 2002. 
Associated Press, 22 May 2002. 
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many terrorists and terror recruits get 
their first taste of death-to-the-West 
Islamic extremism from a Wahhabi 
imam or centre director in Virginia or 
London or, presumably, Hamilton or 
Markham [towns in Canada], whose 
paycheque is drawn in the Saudi 
kingdom. It may not be necessary to add 
Saudi Arabia to the Axis of Evil, or to 
invade it. But it will be necessary to 
engage the Saudi spread of extremism if 
the war on terrorism is to be won.'* 

0 Arab-Israeli conflict: The Bush 
administration has pretended that the Abdullah 
plan for solving this conflict is a serious 
proposition, when it is not just patently ridiculous 
(demanding that Israel retreat to its 1 967 borders) 
but also offensive (clearly envisioning the 
demographic overwhelming of Israel). Instead of 
playing unconvincing diplomatic games with 
Riyadh, the administration should emphasize that 
the hateful rhetoric and subsidies for suicide 
bombers must come to an immediate end. 

0 According to long-standing 
American practice, insults and threats emanating 
from Riyadh are absorbed. Here is a famous case, 
dating the 1970s, when Henry Kissinger attended 
a state dinner in his honor hosted by King Faysal. 
The king told him 

that Jews and Communists were 
working now in parallel, now together, 
to undermine the civilized world as we 
knew it. Oblivious to my ancestry — or 
delicately putting me into a special 
category — Faisal insisted that an end be 
put once and for all to the dual 
conspiracy of Jews and Communists. 

The Middle East outpost of that plot was 
the State of Israel, put there by 
Bolshevism for the principal purpose of 
dividing America from the Arabs. 

Kissinger did not confront Faysal but did his best 
to avoid the whole issue by responding with a 


^ ^ Edmonton Journal, 3 1 May 2002. 


question to the king about the palace artwork.'^ 

More recently. Crown Prince Abdullah 
ibn Abdulaziz wrote a letter to President Bush in 
August 2001 stating that 

a time comes when peoples and nations 
part. We are at a crossroads. It is time 
for the United States and Saudi Arabia 
to look at their separate interests. Those 
governments that don’t feel the pulse of 
the people and respond to it will suffer 
the fate of the Shah of Iran.^” 

This aggressive statement met not with reproach 
but with appeasement. This April found a leading 
Saudi figure warning that to survive, the kingdom 
would contemplate joining with America’s worst 
enemies: if reason of state requires that “we move 
to the right of bin Laden, so be it; to the left of 
[Libya’s ruler Muammar] Qaddafi, so be it; or fly 
to Baghdad and embrace Saddam like a brother, 
so be it.”-‘ The statement appeared prominently 
in the U.S. press but had no visible policy 
repercussions. 

0 Contranly, the usual U.S. concern 
with such matters as human rights and democracy 
wither when Saudi Arabia is involved. The 
kingdom’s signed commitments to protect the 
rights of its subjects are virtually ignored as are 
such questions as the rule of law, freedom of 
speech and assembly, the right to travel, women’s 
rights, and religious liberties. 

Analysis and Recommendation 

What lies behind this pattern of 
obsequiousness? Why does the U.S. government 
defer to the KSA in so many and unique ways? 

Or to put it more grandly, how come both sides 
seem to forget which of them is the great power 
and which the minor one? 

“Oil” is likely to be the explanation, but 
it does not make sense. First, the U.S. 
government has never cringed before any other 


Henry Kissinger, Years of Upheaval (Boston; Little, Brown, 
1982), p- 661. 

The Wall Street Journal, 29 October 2001. 
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major oil supplier as it does to Saudi Arabia. 
Second, U.S. -Saudi ties have been premised since 
1 945, when a dying Franklin D. Roosevelt met an 
aging King Ibn Saud, on an enduring bargain in 
which Riyadh provides oil and gas to the United 
States and Washington provides security to Saudi 
Arabia. Because this deal has even more 
importance for Saudis than Americans - survival 
versus energy supplies - oil cannot explain why 
the U.S. side has consistently acted as a 
supplicant. Third, as shown by repeated polling 
over the years, Americans dislike and distrust 
Saudi Arabia and have no taste for such 
concessions. A survey conducted by Fabrizio, 
McLaughlin & Associates last month found that 
many more Americans have a more negative 
opinion (49%) of Saudi Arabia than a positive one 
(32%); further, the country’s standing has gone 
substantially down since 9/ 1 - not the usual 
basis for an indulgent foreign policy. 

A hint of the real explanation lies in the 
preemptive quality of some of the U.S. 
government measures. The requirement that 
female military personnel wear the abaya was 
imposed by Americans, not Saudis; the latter did 
not even raise the subject. Saudi law only 
requires Westerners to dress conservatively, not to 
wear Saudi garb (and indeed, non-military women 
working for the U.S. government in Saudi Arabia 
are not expected to wear an abaya). Likewise, the 
investigation of the Air Force-Justice-CACI 
directive excluding Jews from Saudi Arabia found 
“no evidence that the restriction was specifically 
requested by, was required by, or was even known 
by the Government of Saudi Arabia. 

The same behavior exists among private 
institutions. For example, it came out in the 1959 
ARAMCO case that the oil company was not 
under any strictures from the Saudi government to 
exclude Jews from its payroll but did so as the 
result of what the court termed “informal 
statements of State Department underlings.”^^ 
Similarly, the judgment regarding Baylor College 


"Saudi Arabia Image by Americans Very Negative; Advertising 
and Media Blitz Failing.” 

Office of Antiboycott Compliance, Department of Commerce, 
"CACI /USAF/DOJ Hoover/Alperson/Andrew.” 
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of Medicine’s exclusion of Jews found that no 
evidence to support the college’s contention that 
Jewish doctors were unwelcome in Saudi Arabia 
“represented the actual position of the Saudi 
government. ” Further, the court noted that 
Michael E. DeBakey, the school’s renowned 
chancellor, failed formally to obtain “an 
authoritative statement of the position of the 
Saudis” until 1983, or more than a year after the 
doctors had initially filed suit. It concluded that 
there was “no evidence that Baylor even 
attempted to ascertain the official position of the 
Saudi government on this issue. 

In all four of these cases, one finds an 
over-eager American in a position of authority 
imposing regulations which he imagines the 
Saudis will approve of - without even checking 
with them. Why would such a pattern of behavior 
exist? What could prompt government or 
hospital officials to run out ahead of the Saudis 
themselves? 

An answer can be found in a statement of 
the Saudi ambassador to the United States, Prince 
Bandar bin Sultan. He boasts of his success 
cultivating powerful Americans who deal with 
Saudi Arabia. “If the reputation then builds that 
the Saudis take care of friends when they leave 
office,” Bandar once observed, “you’d be 
surprised how much better friends you have who 
are just coming into office. This effective 
admission of bribery goes far to explain why the 
usual laws, regulations, and rights do not apply 
when Saudi Arabia is involved. 

The heart of the problem is a very human 
one: Americans in positions of authority bend the 
rules and break with standard policy out of 
personal greed. 

In this light, Timothy Hunter’s report on 
the three main U.S. government goals in Saudi 
Arabia begins to make sense: strengthen the Saudi 
regime, cater to the Saud royal family, and 
facilitate U.S. exports. All of these fit the rubric 
of enhancing one’s own appeal to the Saudis. So, 
too, does Hunter’s comment that “the U.S. 
mission is so preoccupied with extraneous 
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duties — entertainment packages for high-level 
visitors, liquor sales, and handling baggage for 
VIP visitors” that it has scant time to devote to 
the proper concerns of an embassy. Likewise, his 
long list of high-profile ex-officials who visited 
Saudi Arabia during his sojourn (Jimmy Carter, 
George McGovern, Colin Powell, Mack McLarty, 
Richard Murphy) and “who were feted and 
presented with medals and gifts at closed 
ceremonies with the Saudi monarch” also fits the 
pattem.2'^ 

Old Saudi hands accrue a great number of 
benefits: 

Americans who have worked with the 
Saudis in official capacities often remain 
connected to them when they leave 
public office, from former president 
George H.W. Bush, who has given 
speeches for cash in Saudi Arabia since 
leaving office, to many previous 
ambassadors and military officers 
stationed in the kingdom. In some cases, 
these connections have been lucrative. 

Walter Cutler, who served two tours as 
the U.S. ambassador in Saudi Arabia, 
now runs Meridian International Center 
in Washington, an organization that 
promotes international understanding 
through education and exchanges. Saudi 
donors have been “very supportive” of 
the center, Cutler said. [Edward] 

Walker, the former assistant secretary of 
state for Near Eastern affairs, is 
president of the Middle East Institute in 
Washington, which promotes 
understanding with the Arab world. Its 
board chairman is former senator Wyche 
Fowler, ambassador to Riyadh in the 
second Clinton administration. Saudi 
contributions covered $200,000 of the 
institute’s $1.5 million budget last year, 
Walker said.^® 

Hume Horan, who is also testifying today, 
is the great and noble exception to this pattern. 


Hunter, "Appeasing the Saudis.” 

The iVashington Post, 1 1 February 2002. 


Although himself a former U.S. ambassador to the 
kingdom, he recently stated that 

There have been some people who 
really do go on the Saudi payroll, and 
they work as advisers and consultants. 

Prince Bandar is very good about 
massaging and promoting relationships 
like that. Money works wonders, and if 
you’ve got an awful lot of it, and a royal 
title — well, it’s amusing to see how 
some Americans liquefy in front of a 
foreign potentate, just because he’s 
called a prince. 

The article that quotes Horan looks at the post- 
ambassadorial careers of Americans posted in 
Riyadh and finds that “The number of ex-U.S. 
ambassadors to Riyadh who now push a pro-Saudi 
line is startling.” It correctly concludes that “No 
other posting pays such rich dividends once one 
has left it, provided one is Willing to become a 
public and private advocate of Saudi interests. 

This rot in the Executive Branch renders 
it quite incapable of dealing with the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia in the farsighted and disinterested 
manner that U.S. foreign policy requires. 

That leaves the responsibility with 
Congress to fix things. The massive pre-emptive 
bribing of American officials requires your urgent 
attention. 

Without going into detail here, I suggest 
that steps be taken to insure that the Saudi 
revolving door syndrome documented here be 
made illegal. Only this way can U.S. citizens 
regain confidence in those of their officials who 
deal with one of the world’s more important 
states. 

Daniel Pipes (www.DanielPipes. 0 r 2 ) is 
director of the Middle East Forum. 
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Mr. Burton. OK. Mr. Bandow. 

Mr. Bandow. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and other members of 
the committee. I commend this committee for holding this hearing. 
Since others are addressing the specifics of children and other 
Americans being held against their will. I’d like to briefly put this 
issue in a larger context of U.S. -Saudi Arabian relations. It’s very 
important for us to recognize that Saudi Arabia is a corrupt totali- 
tarian regime, at sharp variance with America’s most cherished 
values, including religious liberty. It has long leaned to the west, 
and for security reasons, the United States has long been very con- 
cerned about the stability of the regime and protecting it from po- 
tential invaders, most recently back in 1990 and 1991 with the war 
with Iraq. 

Although the relationship between Riyadh and Washington is 
close, it’s rarely been easy. For American administrations that 
loudly promote democracy, the alliance with Saudi Arabia is a deep 
embarrassment. One aspect, the concern of today’s hearing, is the 
forcible detention of American women and children, essentially 
treated as property by the Saudi Government. 

This attitude, alas, should come as no surprise given the general 
Saudi record on human rights. Saudi Arabia’s an absolute monar- 
chy and almost medieval theocracy, with power concentrated in the 
hands of senior royalty and wealth spread amongst all Saud 
princes. Political opposition and even criticism is forbidden. In 
practice, there are few procedural safeguards for anyone arrested 
or charged by the government or dealt with by the religious police. 
Women are covered, cloistered and confined, much like they were 
in Taliban-ruled Afghanistan. It’s perhaps no surprise that such a 
regime has an unenviable reputation for corruption. More ugly, 
though, is the religious totalitarianism enforced by Riyadh. Indeed, 
in this way as well, Saudi Arabia follows much the same policies 
as did the Taliban which the United States worked so hard to over- 
throw. 

Unfortunately, U.S. policies have helped identify Washington 
with the Saudi kleptocracy, but the Saudi ruling elite itself is pay- 
ing for its repression. The long-term decline in energy prices has 
caused economic pain in Saudi Arabia, which has itself helped gen- 
erate deep undertones of unrest, especially among the people who 
have no political outlet for their dissatisfaction. Unfortunately, this 
dissatisfaction has merged with criticism of the United States for 
a number of reasons, and because of that Saudi leaders have prov- 
en very weary of aiding the United States despite direct attacks on 
Americans. Cooperation, for example, after the 1996 bomb attack 
on Khobar Towers barracks was quite limited, very real concerns 
in the aftermath of September 11 in terms of aid and cracking 
down on Muslim charities that support terrorism as well as issues 
such as manifests from the Saudi airlines. 

Riyadh’s reluctance to risk popular displeasure by identifying 
with Washington merely continues and unfortunately is likely to 
encourage the growth of extremist sentiments. An unwillingness to 
support the United States on critical issues like this gives de facto 
sanction to the growth of such sentiments, including publications 
in the Saudi media, for example, the relatively recent article dis- 
cussing Jews and the issue of Jewish blood — the blood that was 
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necessary for Jewish holy ceremonies. These sorts of things have 
appeared in Saudi publications that are absolutely devastating in 
terms of promoting the climate of hate that we see in the Middle 
East. 

The problem runs even deeper of course, because the Saudi re- 
gime supports the extreme form of Wahhabism abroad as well as 
in Saudi Arabia itself. And this threat reaches well beyond the 
Middle East to countries like Indonesia, Malaysia and even the 
Philippines, where relatively secular tolerant societies, you know, 
face growing fanatical threats. One can, for example, look in the 
Moluccan Islands in Indonesia to see the dangers of fanatical jihad 
activities. The jihad militias, for example, are very involved in 
bloodshed there over the last 3 or 4 years. 

Saudi Arabia’s belated efforts to curb the clergy and scrutinize 
its educational system are welcome, but insufficient. And I think 
the U.S. Government puts up with this in many ways because of 
oil. Clearly oil is very critical. 

So no one would care very much about what happened in Saudi 
Arabia, except for the fact that Saudi Arabia has oil. It’s important, 
I would argue, however, that the U.S. Government, particularly the 
Congress, should recognize that the Saudis’ trump hand is surpris- 
ingly weak, that the reserve figures that are cited in terms of 
Saudi Arabia overstate its relative influence, and that over time, 
Saudi Arabia’s influence is going to fall. There are a lot of other 
producers out there, enormous potential new production to come on 
from Caspian Basin off of Africa and elsewhere. 

Moreover, the Saudi regime itself is very limited in terms of its 
impact on prices. Even if that regime was overthrown, only a new 
regime’s desire to keep all oil off the market would have a dramatic 
impact on prices, and price changes like that would help bring new 
sources of supply on, would cause other oil producers to produce 
much more, and over the long term we need to recognize that 
Saudi Arabia might be able to threaten our pocketbooks, but Saudi 
Arabia itself is not able to threaten America’s survival. 

Now, to mention Saudi Arabia’s shortcomings and to suggest that 
it may not be as vital as it’s continually noted makes policymakers 
both in Riyadh and in Washington nervous. There have been pub- 
lished reports denied by the Saudis that the Saudi policymakers 
are considering ending America’s military presence, but the coun- 
try that really needs to reassess the current relationship is the 
United States. 

At the very least, Washington has to be willing to talk very 
tough about issues of terrorism and human rights with this regime, 
especially when the lives of Americans are at stake. Doing so might 
sour the U.S.-Saudi political relationship, and applying pressure 
through things such as visas might cause expressions of dissatisfac- 
tion from Riyadh. 

But the U.S. Government has its primary responsibility to its 
own citizens, and it’s falling down on that responsibility if it 
doesn’t take action to apply pressure on issues like those being ad- 
dressed by the committee today. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Bandow. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Bandow follows:] 
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Testimony Before the House Government Reform Committee 
Hearing: "Should the United States Do More to Help U.S. Citizens 

Held Against Their Will in Saudi Arabia?" 

June 12 , 2002 
by Doug Bandow 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee, for the opportunity to 
testify on the U.S. relationship with Saudi Arabia. Since others will be 
discussing the specifics of Americans held against their will, I will focus on 
putting this issue within the larger context of U.S. -Saudi relations. 

Saudi Arabia is a corrupt totalitarian regime at sharp variance with 
America's most cherished values, including religious liberty. However, the House 
of Saud has long leaned towards the West . Saudi Arabia grew out of World War I 
and the defeat of the Ottoman Empire, an ally of the Central Powers, at the hands 
of Great Britain and various s\jbject Arab peoples. Saudi Arabia would be 

unimportant but for the massive oil deposits sitting beneath its seemingly endless 
deserts. The advent of an activist Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries 
(OPEC) , led by Saudi Arabia, which supported the oil embargo of 1973-1974 against 
America a quarter century ago, helped raise oil prices and enrich the Saudi 
monarchy. Tensions with Che West grew--for a time some analysts advocated 
invading the Persian Gulf to seize the oil. The latest round of worrying about 
Saudi stability has led some Co recycle the idea. 

However, most attention focused on defending the Gulf from other potential 
invaders- -the Soviet Union during the Cold War, the Islamic revolutionaries who 
seized control of Iran in 1979, and finally Iraq's Saddam Hussein. What once 
seemed to be temporary arrangements in the face of Iraqi aggression now appears to 
be permanent. America has backed its military units in Turkey and carrier forces 
in the Persian Gulf with about 5000 air force personnel in Saudi Arabia as part of 
the Southern Watch command, comprising aircraft ranging from F-15s and F-16s Co C- 
130s and KC-135S. Another 1300 military personnel and civilian contractors worked 
with Saudi National Guard. 

Although the relationship between Riyadh and Washington is close, it has 
rarely been easy. For American administrations that loudly promote democracy, the 
alliance with Saudi Arabia has been a deep embarrassment. One aspect, the concern 
of today's hearing, is the forcible detention of American women and children, 
essentially treated as property by the Saudi government. 

This attitude should come as no surprise, however, given the general Saudi 
record on human rights. Reports Human Rights Watch: 

Freedom of expression and association were nonexistent rights, 
political parties and independent local media were not permitted, and 
even peaceful anti-government activities, remained virtually 
unthinkable. Infringements on privacy, institutionalized gender 
discrimination, harsh restrictions on the exercise of religious 
freedom, and the use of capital and corporal punishment were also 
major features of the kingdom’s human rights record. 

Saudi Arabia is an absolute monarchy, an almost medieval theocracy, with 
power concentrated in the hands of senior royalty and wealth spread amongst some 
7000 Al Saud princes (some estimates number all the royals at 30,000) . Political 
opposition and even criticism are forbidden- In practice there are few procedural 
protections for anyone arrested or charged by the government; the semi-autonomous 
religious police, or Mutawaa'in, also intimidate and detain citizens and 
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foreigners alike. The government may invade homes and violate privacy whenever it 
chooses; travel is limited. Women are covered, cloistered, and confined, much 
like they were in Taliban-ruled Afghanistan. The Mutawaa'in's apparent refusal to 
allow schools girls to escape a fire with their heads uncovered led to several 
deaths . 

The regime's apologists, such as Dr. Abdulrahman Al-Zamil, a member of the 
120-merrLber Shoura (Advisory) Council, consider the lack of popular accountability 
to be a virtue, arguing that this ensures selection "unrelated to the influence of 
special interest groups and financial contributions.” But ultimate control rests 
with the 75,000-man National Guard (run by the Crown Prince), which is as large as 
the army, not a group of advisers. Command positions are reserved for the royal 
family . 

It is perhaps no surprise that such a regime has an xmenviable reputation 
for corruption, with prison occasionally used to resolve for Western business 
partners to resolve disputes. Indolence is even more widespread. For years every 
college graduate could expect a government position that provided a good salary 
for little work (and many tea breaks) . More than a quarter of Saudi Arabia's 
nearly 23 million people are expatriates, many of whom are domestic workers. 

During the Gulf War many Saudis similarly expected others to do the dirty work, 
likening America's presence to hiring mercenaries. 

Most ugly, though, is the religious totalitarianism enforced by Riyadh. 
Non-Muslim worship as well as prosletyzing is prohibited for citizens and 
foreigners alike. According to former foreign service officer Tim Hunter, fired 
by the State Department for his criticism of its timidity in dealing with the 
Saudis, Christian clerics, if discovered, are arrested, beaten and brutalized, and 
eventually expelled from the country. Conversion means apostasy, which is 
punishable by death. Private devotion is theoretically allowed, but homes are 
raided if worshippers gather together. Christians have also been punished for 
blasphemy. In fact, Saudi Arabia follows much the same policies as did the 
Taliban (which Riyadh recognized and funded) before its ouster. 

Unfortunately, U.S. policies have identified Washington with the Saudi 
kleptocracy. Americans are now paying for that association, which has made the 
U.S. a target of terrorists. Obviously, one must take Saudi terrorist Osama bin 
Laden's pronouncements with some skepticism, but a desire to end America's support 
for the corrupt regime in Riyadh and expel U.S. forces from the Gulf appears to be 
one of his main goals. 

The Saudi ruling elite is also paying for its repression and links to 
Washington. With 70 percent of government revenues (and 40 percent of GDP) 
derived from oil sales, the long-term drop in energy prices has caused economic 
pain in Saudi Arabia; unemployment is now estimated at 15 percent overall, and 20 
percent for those under 30. That has helped generate deep \indertones of unrest, 
but the discontented feel helpless to promote political change. Criticism tends 
to be expressed through religious leaders. Observes Neil MacFarquhar of the New 
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York Times, "In another country Mr. bin Laden might have become an opposition 
politician rather than a holy warrior. But Saudi Arabia brooks no dissent." 

Senior clerics live well on the government payroll and therefore lack 
credibility. Radical free-lancers have developed a widespread following: 15 of 
the 19 hijackers of September 11 were from Saudi Arabia. One Saudi businessman 
told the Wall Street LTournal: "Many young people are disgruntled and disenchanted 
with our society's openness to the West and U.S. foreign policy. These people are 
frustrated and have nothing to do. They fall prey to peole with agendas of their 
own. They are time bombs. They're like the Japanese kamikazi." With roughly half 
of the population under 15, the potential for further unrest is substantial. 

Soaring dissatisfaction with the regime due to slumping revenues and a 
slowing economy has merged with criticism of America. Many Saudis are angry with 
U.S. support for the House of Saud; many students irrationally blame America for 
their economic problems. Additional irritants are Washington's support of Israel, 
attacks on Iraq, and air strikes in Afghanistan. Admiration for Saudi terrorist 
Osama bin Laden is evident even among those who dislike his austere Islamic 
vision . 

And Saudi leaders have proved wary of aiding the U.S. despite direct attacks 
on Americans. The 1996 bomb attack on the Khobar Towers barracks in Dharan killed 
19 Americans and wounded another 372. It was the work of radical Islamists, who, 
like bin Laden, view Riyadh's alliance with America as a defilement of holy lands. 

However, U.S. efforts to investigate the bombing were hamstrung by the Saudis, 
who refused to turn over relevant information and or to extradite any of the 13 
Saudis indicted by an American grand jury. 

In the same year, the Saudis refused, despite U.S. urging, to take custody 
of bin Laden from Sudan. In 1998 bin Laden and several other extremist Muslim 
leaders issued a manifesto calling for a holy war to drive the U.S. from Islamic 
lands. Even so, U.S. officials were unable "to get anything at all from King 
Fahd" to challenge bin Laden's financial network, charges a recent book by John 
O'Neill, a former FBI official involved with counter-terrorism who died in the 
attack on the World Trade Center, where he was security chief. 

Riyadh's reluctance to risk popular displeasure by identifying with 
Washington continues, even after the deaths of three thousand Americans on 
September 11. Although the administration has publicly proclaimed its 
satisfaction with Saudi aid, privately White House aides are said to complain that 
Saudi officials have not been as cooperative as hoped. 

Unfortunately, the refusal to aggressively defend cooperation with the West 
encourages Che growth of extremist sentiments. Still, the lack of a public 
endorsement pales in comparison to Riyadh's support for the very Islamic 
fundamentalism that threatens to consume the regime in Riyadh as well as to murder 
more Americans in future terrorist attacks- Riyadh's prime strategy is to use 
money to buy off everyone. It long subsidized Areib governments and guerrilla 
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movements at war with Israel, and opposed the 1979 peace treaty between Egypt and 
Israel. The regime was, along with Pakistan, the primary financial backer of the 
Taliban in Afghanistan, which provided sanctuary for bin Laden and his training 
camps. It is widely believed that Saudi businessmen have made contributions to 
bin Laden in an attempt to purchase protection. There are serious charges of 
financial support from some of the Saudi royal family for bin Laden's al Qaeda 
network. David Wurmser, a Defense Department consultant, contends that al Qaeda 
has received support from some factions within the royal family as part of a 
dynastic struggle. 

The problem runs even deeper. The Saudi state, run by royals who often 
flaunt their libertinism, enforces the extreme Wahhabi form of Islam at home and 
subsidizes its practice abroad. Within this sect, hostile to modernity and the 
West, political extremism and support for terrorism have flourished in Saudi 
Arabia itself . A similar phenomenon is evident in Pakistan, which has provided 
many foot soldiers for the Taliban and al Qaeda. Saudi subsidies have 
underwritten the fundamentalist academies known as madrasses in Pakistan, from 
which many graduates have joined the Taliban or al Qaeda. Wahhabism is even 
thought to dominate as many as 80 percent of the mosques in America. 

Moreover, the threat now reaches beyond the Middle East to Indonesia, 
Malaysia, and even the Philippines. In all of these countries, fanatical 
extremism is undermining more tolerant, secular societies. For instance, inter- 
religious strife, fomented by the radical Laskar Jihad, has turned particularly 
bloody in Indonesia, with up to 10,000 dead alone in the Molucca islands as a 
result of Christian-Muslem strife. 

At the same time, Riyadh has allowed an exodus of holy warriors abroad. 
According to a detailed New York Times investigation, activists who fought in 
other conflicts, ranging from Bosnia to Chechnya, also participated in four 
terrorist strikes against American targets prior to September 11. Riyadh, it 
seems, thought it safer for the regime for these people to direct their energies 
abroad. 

Saudi Arabia's belated efforts to curb the clergy and scrutinize the 
education system are welcome, but insufficient. By any normal assessment, 
Americans should care little if the House of Saud fell, as have other illegitimate 
monarchies, such as Iran's Peacock throne. Except for one thing. Saudi Arabia 
has oil. For this reason Washington has long been hesitant to treat Saudi Arabia 
the way Washington treats most other nations. 

Contrary to popular wisdom, however, the Saudis' trump hand is surprisingly 
weak. Tsrue, with 262 billion barrels in proven reserves, Saudi Arabia has about 
one quarter of the world's resources and 8.7 times America's supplies. Riyadh is 
not only the world's leading supplier, but as a low-cost producer can easily 
augment its daily exports, 9.1 million barrels a day last year. 
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However, the reserves figure vastly overstates the importance of Middle 
Eastern oil to the U.S. (and Western) economy. Saudi Arabia accounted for about 
12.3 percent of production last year (and so far is closer to ten percent this 
year); Riyadh plus Kuwait and the various sheikdoms came to 21.3 percent; OPEC 
produced 41.5 percent of the world's supplies. Were Saudi Arabia to fall, prices 
would rise substantially only if the conquerer, whether internal or external, held 
the oil off of the market, especially if the other Gulf states also collapsed. 

The result then would be severe economic pain in the short-term, though the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve, which the President has vowed to fill, would help 
moderate prices . 

Such a policy would, however, defeat the very purpose of conquest, even for 
a fundamentalist regime. After all, the Iranian revolution did not cause that 
nation to stop exporting oil; in fact, production increased every year from 1990 
to 1998, and rose again in 2000. Even bin Laden has been quoted as calling oil 
the source of Arab power. 

If a new Saudi regime did halt sales, the primary beneficiaries would be 
other oil producers, who would likely increase exports in response to the higher 
prices. A targeted boycott against only the U.S. would be ineffective, since oil 
is a uniform product available around the world. In fact, the embargo of 1973-74 
had little impact on production; the global recession of 1975 caused a far more 
noticeable drop. 

A new regime might decide to pump less oil in order to raise prices. Such a 
strategy would require international cooperation, yet the oil producers have long 
found it difficult to coordinate prices hikes and limit cheating on agreed-upon 
quotas. Even if effective, restricting sales would have only a limited impact. A 
decade ago, when oil was selling for about $20 a barrel, energy economist David 
Henderson, a professor at the Naval Postgraduate School, figured that the worst 
case of an Iraqi seizure of the Saudi oil fields would be about a 50 percent price 
increase, costing the U.S. economy about one half of one percent of GDP. Prices 
were running in the mid-20s last year, but fell below $20 a barrel because of the 
slumping economy, before recovering some. Thus, the real price hike of a similar 
rise today would be lower, and would fall on an economy more than one-quarter 
larger. 

In any case, the economic impact would diminish over time. Already ; Canada, 
Mexico, and Venezuela have production comparable to Saudi levels. Countries like 
Kuwait, Iran, Nigeria, Russia, the United Arab Emirates, and others could pump 
significantly more oil. As economist Susan Lee puts it, should Riyadh turn off 
the pumps, "the U.S. would find itself plenty of new best friends." 

Sharply higher prices would bring forth new energy supplies elsewhere. 

Total proven world oil reserves were 660 billion barrels in 1980, 1,009 billion in 
1990, and 1,046 billion at the end of 2000. Yet in the last decade alone the 
world's people consumed 250 billion barrels of oil. A combination of new 
discoveries and technological advances increased the amount of economically 
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recoverable oil. Reserves rose even as oil prices dropped: between 1980 and 
1990, proven oil reserves jumped by 62 percent while prices for Middle Eastern 
petroleum were falling 43 percent. Prices eventually hit a dramatic low in 1998, 
down another 41 percent, before rising over the next two years. 

America is dotted with high-cost wells that could be unplugged. The 
nation's outer continental shelf alone is thought to contain more than 30 billion 
barrels of oil, greater than our current proven reserves; since so little of the 
OCS, barely six percent, has been leased, those resources have not been proved. 
Barely 15,000 acres of the 19.6 million acre. Arctic National Wildlife Reserve 
could contain a similar amo^mt of oil (as well as supplies of natural gas) . Even 
the modest estimate of five billion barrels of recoverable reserves at current 
prices would be a significant addition to current supplies. 

Further, some 300 billion barrels of unrecovered oil, ten times our proven 
reserves and more than known Saudi resources, lie in beds of shale under the 
United States. They are not counted, however, because they are not currently 
worth developing. But as prices rise and new techniques are developed, they may 
become economicaly recoverable. Moreover, energy companies are looking for new 
oil deposits around the world, including the Caspian Basin, Russia, and West 
Africa. Estimates of as yet undiscovered potential recoverable oil range from one 
trillion to six trillion barrels. At current consumption rates the Energy 
Information Administration estimates that we have enough oil for another 230 years 
and "unconventional" sources, such as shale, that could last 580 years. And even 
these figures are based on existing prices and technologies. Higher prices would 
stimulate exploration, as well as production of alternative fuels and 
conservation, reducing oil consumption. 

In short, an unfriendly Saudi Arabia might hurt America's pocketbook; it 
would not threaten America's survival. (Control of the Gulf by a hegemonic rival, 
notably the Soviet Union, would pose a significantly different, and greater, 
security threat, but that prospect disappeared with the end of the Cold War.) 

Mentioning Saudi Arabia's shortcomings or suggesting that the regime's 
survival is not vital to America makes policymakers in Washington and Riyadh 
nervous. In particular, the House of Saud doesn't take criticism well. Last fall 
Crown Prince Abdullah deno^anced the U.S. media in a speech on state television, 
charging that it was damaging his nation's reputation and driving a wedge between 
his government and Washington. In the Arab News he blamed the American media 
campaign for expressing "its hatred toward the Islamic system." (His government 
also bought a four-page advertisement in several leading American newspapers 
extolling the accomplishments of King Pahd, "a doyen of world statesmen." More 
recently, it hired a new PR firm.) 

In fact, published reports, denied by Riyadh, suggest that Saudi 
policymakers are considering ending America's military presence. In a letter to 
President Bush after the terrorist attacks. Crown Prince Abdullah suggested: "It 
is time for the U.S. and Saudi Arabia to look at their separate interests." 
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The country which should reassess the current Washington-Riyadh axis is the 
U.S. The American commitment to the Saudi royal family is a moral blemish and a 
practical danger. It has already dravni. the U.S. into one conventional war and has 
helped make Americans targets of terrorism, which generated far more casualties in 
one day than did the. Gulf War, Kosovo conflict, and Afghanistan campaign (so far) 
combined. 

Over the long-term, the U.S. should reassess its military relationship with, 
and especially the stationing of American forces in, Saudi Arabia. That, however, 
is another subject fpr another hearing. At the very least, Washington should be 
willing to talk tough about terrorism and human rights, especially when the lives 
of Americans are at stake. Doing so might sour the U.S. -Saudi political 
relationship, but the relationship is already, if you'll pardon the expression, 
built on sand. As for economic ties, most particularly oil sales, they would 
continue unhindered: contrary to the apparent assumption of many Americans, the 
Saudis need us at least as much as we need them. 

As for Saudi stability, the greatest threat comes from the regime's own 
failings. It is a ruthless kleptocracy in which an indolent few monopolize 
economic wealth and political power and allow no legal channel for dissent. Why 
should anyone support such a regime? Reform that generated support from the Saudi 
people would be best antidote to fears of revolution. In any case, there's no 
reason to believe that America's automatic, close embrace increases Saudi 
stability. 

The Americans murdered last September and the Americans currently held in 
Saudi Arabia against; their will provide at least 3 000 reasons to change 
Washington's pusillanimous policy towards Riyadh. It is time to stop treating 
Saudi Arabia like an indispensable ally and more like a normal country- -in this 
case, a totalitarian state which has routinely siibsidized terrorist theologies and 
violated basic human rights. 
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Mr. Burton. Ms. Andruch. 

Ms. Andruch. Mr. Chairman, I don’t have a prepared statement 
at this time, but I’ll be prepared to answer questions later. 

Mr. Burton. Now, your position with the State Department is 
what? 

Ms. Andruch. I’m in the Bureau of Consular Affairs, Deputy As- 
sistant Secretary. 

Mr. Burton. You’re Deputy Assistant Secretary for Consular Af- 
fairs? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Now, do you have some jurisdiction over the Middle 
East and Saudi Arabia and our Embassies over there? 

Ms. Andruch. Not specifically. My office deals with overseas citi- 
zens, wherever they are. So it’s Americans abroad. 

Mr. Burton. OK. All right. 

Mr. Crocker. 

Mr. Crocker. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’m Ryan Crocker, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern Affairs. 

You have my written statement, so I’ll just make a couple of ad- 
ditional comments. The testimony we heard from the first panel 
this morning was, as you put it, wrenching. And everyone in this 
room could not help but be shaken by it. I know I was. Child ab- 
duction cases are among the most difficult and tragic citizen serv- 
ices cases we face anywhere in the world, and we face them 
throughout the world. 

There are over 1,000 active cases now. That is why we have, in 
the Children Issues Office, a special unit for abductions in the Bu- 
reau of Consular Affairs, staffed now by 17 officers. Most of these 
cases are in western Europe, but Saudi Arabia, as we have indi- 
cated to the committee, the documents we’ve sent up, also has a 
substantial number of cases. 

In Saudi Arabia, as is our policy globally, we deal with these 
cases within the framework of the laws of the country where our 
citizens are located. That’s not unique to Saudi Arabia. That is our 
global practice. We work within the legal system of that State. This 
becomes, therefore, particularly difficult in the case of Saudi Ara- 
bia, because as, again, we have heard so eloquently expressed al- 
ready, our legal system and the Saudi legal system simply do not 
mesh. 

Ambassador Horan, our witnesses from the first panel have all 
made clear some of the basic issues here, that a child needs the 
permission of a father to travel, that a woman needs the permis- 
sion of a father or husband or brother to travel. This is not applied 
to Americans married to studies only. That is Saudi law. That is 
how it applies to all Saudi citizens. 

So we have been up against that challenge throughout, and it 
is — as the very sad record shows, it has not been something we 
have been able to move very far on. The Shari’ ah law gives the fa- 
ther or the husband this right, and it does not give the Saudi state 
the right to override it. There is no legal lever that the Saudi Gov- 
ernment can pull in these cases, whether it is an American or a 
straight Saudi citizen. 

This does not mean that we have been inactive, Mr. Chairman. 
We have, in trying to gain access, in trying to — for ourselves in try- 
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ing to arrange meetings between mothers and their children and 
in talking to Saudi Government officials. We most recently had 
contact at a high level just within the last 2 weeks, when Assistant 
Secretary Burns was in the kingdom and raised these issues as a 
concern of the United States for its citizens. We’re going to be pur- 
suing that dialog, because we have heard and seen very graphically 
the dimension, the intensity of this problem and what it does to 
people’s lives. 

We will need to do that. 

Mr. Chairman, in my view, within the context of our relationship 
as you sketched it out in your opening remarks, this is an impor- 
tant relationship to the United States. President Bush character- 
ized it this way in April. Our partnership is important to both our 
nations, and it is important to the cause of peace and stability in 
the Middle East and in the world. 

We have problems in this relationship. This is a graphic one, and 
we need to find ways to address it to bring some relief to people 
who have suffered for a very long time, I6V2 years in the case of 
Mrs. Roush. All of us who heard that, no one can be insensitive to 
what that has done to her life, the lives of her children or the lives 
of our other witnesses. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’m ready for your questions. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Crocker follows:] 
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Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee, I am 
pleased to have the opportunity to discuss efforts by the 
United States Government, specifically the State Department, 
to assist Americans in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. My 
testimony today will address United States Government policy 
on the situation of American citizens who cannot leave Saudi 
Arabia for various reasons. 

Let me begin by addressing our efforts to assist the 
victims of international parented child abduction around the 
world. This issue has long been a priority for the Department 
of State and is an important activity of State's Bureau of 
Consular Affairs. In 1994, the Bureau created the Office of 
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Children's Issues. The Abduction Unit of this office now 
employs 17 officers and staff devoted exclusively to working 
with parents to resolve the cases of their abducted children. 
The Office currently handles approximately 1,100 
international parental child abduction cases, including 
abductions to and from the United States. While the majority 
of abduction cases involve children taken to Western 
countries, these cases are present throughout the world. 

These cases are some of the most daunting we deal with 
as we protect American citizens around the world. Let me be 
perfectly clear; there are no easy answers. We understand 
the human tragedies involved for the parents as well as the 
children, and view continued engagement, no matter how 
disheartening and difficult, as a major priority. 

The Office of Children's Issues in the Bureau of Consular 
Affairs receives daily requests for assistance from distressed 
parents whose children have been abducted from the United 
States or wrongfully retained outside the U.S. Our overall 
policy on this issue is to work within the legal structure of the 
country in which the child is located. We rely on different 
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tactics as each situation warrants, but this approach has not 
proved to be successful in obtaining the return of all abducted 
children. 

In some cases the Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects 
of International Child Abduction, to which the United States 
became a party in 1988, provides a solution. The Hague 
Convention provides a civil mechanism for returning children 
who have been wrongfully removed from, or retained outside 
of, their country of habitual residence. The Office of Children's 
Issues acts as the Central Authority for administration of the 
Hague Convention in the United States, assists parents with 
the application process, and monitors the cases in the foreign 
court. 

In some Hague signatory countries, we still have 
difficulty obtaining the return of American children, since 
some countries in Western Europe do not have adequate 
enforcement mechanisms to ensure that the orders of their 
own courts for the return of children under a Hague 
proceeding are enforced. We continue to discuss with these 
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governments means to improve enforcement of Hague 
decisions. 

When a child has been taken to a country that is not a 
party to the Hague Convention, the Office of Children's Issues, 
in cooperation with our missions abroad, assists parents by 
confirming the location of children, verifying the well-being of 
the children, and providing general information, short of legal 
advice, which we are prohibited from giving, about child 
custody laws and procedures in the foreign country. 

In these cases, the only remedy for American parents 
would be court action in the country in which the child is 
located, since a custody decree originating in the United States 
is not binding in a foreign country. We provide Americans 
with lists of foreign attorneys who may be able to assist in 
filing a custody proceeding in a foreign court. We have also 
published flyers on international parental child abductions to 
33 countries, which are available on our website 
(http:/ /travel.state.gov). 

Our interest in these cases does not end on a child's 18th 
birthday. Necessary efforts to assure the well being of the 
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now-adult American citizens are undertaken by the Office of 
American Citizens Services in the Bureau of Consular Affairs 
until that adult American informs us that he or she does not 
require assistance. 

We have concluded through our experiences with these 
tragic and unfortunate cases around the world that we must, 
to the greatest extent possible, work within the legal structure 
of the country involved to have the greatest chance of success. 

Let me now turn to the United States’ relationship with 
Saudi Arabia. This relationship is multi-faceted and complex. 
Energy was at the core of our relationship from the outset, 
more than half a century ago, and with 25 percent of the 
world's proven oil reserves in Saudi Arabia, energy remains a 
key element. The Gulf War strengthened our security ties, and 
Saudi Arabia plays an important role in our regional security 
strategy, as we saw most recently in Afghanistan. 

More than 250 U.S. compeinies are active in Saudi 
Arabia in sectors such as services, defense, civil engineering, 
information technology and energy. The United States is the 
dominant supplier of goods to Saudi Arabia— U.S. exports in 
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2000 totaled $6.2 billion; almost double that of Japan, the 
next largest supplier. In fact, Saudi Arabia vies with Israel as 
the largest destination for United States exports in the Middle 
East. Saudi Arabia has turned to the United States to help it 
with major initiatives in the areas of public works, energy, 
health and education. 

As part of this relationship, since the 1970s, tens of 
thousands of Americans have worked in the Kingdom building 
the infrastructure of a modern state and developing the 
Kingdom's vast energy resources. Some 37,000 Americans 
currently reside in Saudi Arabia. 

Tens of thousands of Saudis have studied in the United 
States and returned to the Kingdom. These U.S. graduates 
have formed the basis of the modern Saudi Arabia’s 
governmental, business, and industrial base. Countless 
friendships and in some cases, marriages, and children have 
emerged from this interaction. 

Notwithstanding our close security and commercial 
relationships, our two countries reflect very different cultural 
and legal traditions. It has been relatively easy for us to agree 
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on broad regional goals of stabilily and moderation. It has 
been far less easy for us to find a common basis on which to 
discuss human rights, in particular religious freedom and 
women’s rights. 

Over the past several decades, our consular officers in 
the Kingdom have seen the following types of cases: 

— Child custody disputes : the majority of these cases 
involve children horn to American mothers and Saudi 
fathers who reside in Saudi Arabia. The parents may or 
may not have divorced, and the mother wishes to leave the 
Kingdom with her children. 

— International parental child abduction : in these 
tragic cases, children have been abducted from the United 
States to Saudi Arabia by one of the parents. While most of 
the abducting parents are Saudi fathers, some are non- 
Saudis and some are female. 

— U.S. -Saudi women wishing to depart Saudi Arabia : 
there are a few cases of dual U.S. -Saudi national women 
over 18 years of age who cannot leave Saudi Arabia without 
the permission of the Saudi father or husband. 
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— Commercial and criminal disputes : another category 
includes United States citizens involved in commercial 
disputes or criminal investigations in Saudi Arabia who 
have been prevented from departing the Kingdom during 
their legal difficulties. 

Saudi Arabia's laws are based on Islamic law and the 
Koran is the country's constitution. Saudi Arabia is home to 
the two most sacred Islamic sites, and Islam is the only 
sanctioned religion for citizens. The state favors the practice 
of a very conservative form of Islam following the teachings of 
the 18* century religious scholar Mohsimmad Abdel Wahab. 
This interpretation of Islam combined with prevailing 
conservative social customs, has limited the role of women in 
society and made them subject to male control. Matters 
relating to the home — children and wives — are governed by 
Islamic law, and the government does not intervene. 

Even though our own views of women and individual 
freedom differ so markedly from Saudi views, we have tried to 
find some common ground on which to address such painful 
issues as child custody. 
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To protect our citizens while traveling, living, or working 
in Saudi Arabia, we take the following approach: The United 
States Embassy in Riyadh is the focal point for assistance to 
and engagement with American citizens in Saudi Arabia. Two 
consulates in Jeddah and Dhahran work in conjunction with 
the Embassy on cases in the areas of Saudi Arabia under their 
responsibility. 

The consular sections, in consultation with the United 
States Ambassador, the Consular Affairs Bureau, the Near 
East Affairs Bureau, and other offices and Agencies coordinate 
closely on cases related to American citizens. With 37,000 
U.S. citizens in Saudi Arabia, including the many adults who 
have chosen to work in various sectors of the Saudi economy, 
this is a major task. 

As is the case throughout the world, we have no higher 
priority than the safety and security of our citizens. I believe 
our record shows a consistent and sustained engagement on 
child custody cases in line with this priority. But as noted 
above, we operate in accordance with the laws of our two 
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governments, laws that do not mesh well on civil and social 
issues. 

For example: we have acted on cases of U.S. citizens who 
cannot leave Saudi Arabia on a government-to-govemment 
basis. Unfortunately, those cases involving family issues and 
child custody are viewed by the Government of Saudi Arabia 
as family matters to be resolved in the Shari 'a system of 
justice. Complicating our efforts to resolve these cases is the 
fact that dual nationality in Saudi Arabia is illegal, U.S. court 
orders are unenforceable, and women cannot transmit 
citizenship to their children under Saudi law. 

International parental child abductions to Saudi Arabia 
are some of the most difficult cases to resolve. The Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia is not a signatory to the Hague Convention on 
the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction, to which 
the United States became a party in 1988. The Saudi Arabian 
Government does not consider it illegal for the children of 
Saudi citizens to be removed from the United States and taken 
to the Kingdom, regardless of their place of habitual residence 
or lack of consent by the other parent. 
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While arrest warrants have been issued in the United 
States against several Saudi abductors, the lack of an 
extradition treaty between the United States and Saudi Arabia 
has limited the effectiveness of criminal sanctions under the 
International Parental Kidnapping Crime Act of 1993. 

In response to this situation, the State Department has 
taken specific direct actions to mitigate the worst aspects of 
this situation and has continued to engage the Saudi 
Government on the overall situation. On specific direct 
actions we have: 

— Worked with the Saudi parent to permit voluntary 
access to their children in order to conduct welfare 
and whereabouts visits to ensure the well being of 
abducted U.S. citizen children. In cases where Saudi 
parents refuse to permit access to their children, we 
seek the support of Saudi officials and continue to 
press for access both directly with the family and 
through the Saudi Government. We have had some 
limited success in arranging visits by American citizen 
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parents with their children in Saudi Arabia, but such 
visits to date have admittedly been few. 

— Under Saudi law, all Saudi citizens and permanent 
residents — including American citizens -- must obtain 
exit visas before departing the Kingdom. Women in 
Saudi Arabia may not obtain an exit visa without 
permission from their husband, father, or other male 
sponsor in the Kingdom. Children must have 
permission from their father. It is a crime in Saudi 
Arabia for women to remove their children from the 
country without the father's permission. In cases 
involving serious and substantiated abuse of an 
American woman or child, we have worked with Saudi 
Government officials to obtain permission from Saudi 
citizens for the wife and sometimes the children to 
depart the Kingdom. However, the Saudi government 
has never to our knowledge issued an exit visa to an 
American woman or child if the Saudi citizen 
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maintains his objections despite pressure from his 
government. 

— If a Saudi husband refuses to grant permission for 
his American wife to leave Saudi Arabia, the woman 
must obtain a divorce in Saudi court before she can 
legally depart the Kingdom. The U.S. Mission provides 
women with lists of Saudi attorneys specializing in 
family law, and monitors these court proceedings to 
ensure that the American women receive a fair 
hearing. 

United States Ambassadors, as the President's 
representatives in Riyadh, have raised these cases with the 
Saudi Government. In all candor, these efforts have not 
produced a change in the overall situation. We have also 
raised the issue of child custody cases at the highest levels of 
the Saudi Government including most recently when Near 
East Affairs Assistant Secretary Bill Burns raised the matter 
with Saudi Arabia's Crown Prince Abdullah last week. We 
have carefully considered different tactics to address this issue 
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and to date have found that focus on a case-by-case basis has 
provided the only way to maintain channels of communication 
with the Saudi parent and Saudi officials, which have led to 
some welfare and whereabouts visits and occasional visits by 
the American parent to children in the Kingdom. 

Let me briefly review other cases of U.S. citizens 
currently prevented from leaving the kingdom. There are 
currently two U.S. citizens in Saudi jails. One is being tried 
for murder and the other finishing a sentence for alcohol and 
drug possession and use. Some citizens have been involved in 
financial or commercial disputes, or have been part of criminal 
investigations conducted by the Saudi Government. The 
Embassy and consulates in Saudi Arabia, working with Saudi 
authorities or company representatives, have been able to 
resolve such incidents on a case-by-case basis in the past. We 
have not been contacted recently for assistance in any cases of 
this nature. 

In closing, I would like to thank the Committee for its 
interest in this difficult issue. I would now be glad to take any 
questions. 
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Mr. Burton. Let me just start by saying, Mr. Crocker, that, re- 
gardless of the rhetoric, it looks like we’re an impotent giant. Impo- 
tent. I mean, when an American citizen is thrown out of an Amer- 
ican Embassy, forced out by Marines, with her kids because we’re 
concerned about relations with a foreign government, that makes 
us look weaker than you can imagine. Impotent. And I don’t under- 
stand — you know, you’re in charge of the area, as I understand it, 
that deals with this kind of a problem, is that right? 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burton [continuing]. Why we have not recommended to our 
Embassies around the world, not just in Saudi Arabia and Riyadh, 
that we say, if you kidnap a child or if you restrict the rights of 
an American citizen, you’re not going to get a visa and nobody in 
your family is. 

Now in the Helms-Burton law, which I helped write — dealing 
with Cuba, if American property is confiscated by the Cuban Gov- 
ernment, Castro, and they sell it and somebody in a foreign govern- 
ment or foreign entity is involved in that transaction, our govern- 
ment can keep them from getting a visa. Now how much more im- 
portant is it where human life is concerned? 

We’re talking about property in the Helms-Burton law, and 
you’re talking about kids who have been kept for 16 years? Women 
who have had them and their kids thrown out of our Embassy over 
there because we have to be concerned about their law? That is ri- 
diculous. And that we’re there as ^ests? 

The Embassies are called American soil. Why in the world would 
we have Marines take American citizens outside and then have 
them arrested? And we’re going to have a hearing and drag that 
woman in — not drag her in. I don’t want to put that — we are going 
to subpoena her and have her come in to explain why she allowed 
that to happen. 

Now let me ask you this. Would you consider recommending that 
visas be withheld where children are kidnapped or American 
women are being held against their will in a foreign country? 

Mr. Crocker. Mr. Chairman, there is already a provision in the 
Immigration and Nationality Act that deals with this issue, and I 
think I will ask my colleague 

Mr. Burton. Well no, you didn’t answer my question. Would you 
recommend that visas for the individual that’s restricting these 
people, American citizens and whose involved in kidnapping, would 
you recommend as the head of that agency that they and their ex- 
tended family be denied visas to come to the United States? 

Mr. Crocker. Sir, if I could just cite the provision. 

Mr. Burton. No. No, I’m asking you if you would make that rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. Crocker. The answer is yes, Mr. Chairman; and we have 
that in place. 

Mr. Burton. Then why has it not been applied to these people 
who testified earlier? 

Mr. Crocker. Well, in the case of 

Mr. Burton. I mean, you — just a minute now. We had a fellow 
who was under indictment, was it? He was under indictment; and 
he came here under a diplomatic passport, according to the testi- 
mony, with his family, who was getting cancer treatment or health 
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treatment. And there was an outstanding warrant for his arrest, 
and we didn’t do anything. Now we had to know he was in the 
country because he had to have a visa, even with a diplomatic 
passport, to come in. Why in the world wasn’t he arrested? 

Mr. Crocker. Mr. Chairman, we are going through our records 
now on the Gheshayan family and visa issuances. The husband has 
been in our visa lookout system as ineligible. 

Mr. Burton. For how long? 

Mr. Crocker. Since 1990. Is that correct? Since 1990. 

Mr. Burton. Well, when did he come into the country on a 
diplomatic 

Ms. Andruch. May I add something from the Bureau of Con- 
sular Affairs? We — our automated — our computerized system for 
keeping track of visas issued came into place with Congress’s help 
in 1990 after the blind sheik. Since then, we have no record that 
indicates that he got a visa under his name to come for medical 
treatments. We are continuing to look, however. 

Mr. Burton. No, he didn’t come for medical treatment. He came 
with somebody. 

Ms. Andruch. With someone. But we don’t have a record of his 
having been issued a visa. So this information was new to us. 

Mr. Burton. Well, let’s say he got into the country then under 
a false visa. Do we have any way to check that? 

Ms. Andruch. We do, sir; and that’s what we’re looking through 
now. We need names. 

Mr. Burton. Well, I would like for you to check with the family 
involved and find out when he came into the country and cross- 
check, because we’re also concerned about terrorists. 

Ms. Andruch. Of course. 

Mr. Burton. If he was able to get into this country on a phony 
visa with a diplomatic passport, then, golly 

Ms. Andruch. No, we, too, are very much concerned; and we will 
check. We’ll check and get the names. Any information that we 
have will help us look up those records in our system, and then 
we’ll get back to you. 

Mr. Burton. OK. Well, I hope that there is a recommendation 
that goes out, and we’re — I’m writing a letter to the President 
today, and it is going to be signed by a number of our members 
of our committee — all of them, if we can get to them — saying that 
we think that the passport should be or the visas should be re- 
stricted to anybody that is involved is keeping an American citizen 
in the country where they don’t want to be and if they have been 
involved in kidnapping or keeping American children 

Now those children are children of American citizens, so they 
have American citizenship as well. And to keep the mother and the 
child from even coming to the United States is a violation of their 
Constitutional rights. So how can we make the Constitutional 
rights of an American citizen subservient to the Saudi Government 
and the Saudi rules? How can we do that? I don’t understand that. 
Those are Constitutional rights. 

You know, I guarantee, you know, you probably have heard the 
reputation of this committee under my chairmanship. This is not 
going to stop. I want this changed; and if I have to have 10 hear- 
ings doing this in the remainder of my time as chairman we’re 
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going to do it. I mean, this has to he changed. Not only in Saudi 
Arabia but everywhere. 

Let me ask you one more question, Mr. Pipes. My time has ex- 
pired. And that is that I would like to have a list of all the viola- 
tions that you were talking about in detail. Because those things 
need to be addressed. Especially in view of the fact that we had an 
exorbitant number of the terrorists that attacked us on September 
11th coming from Saudi Arabia we need to have all that informa- 
tion that we can. Because it was not known to me as chairman of 
this committee, and I doubt if it was known to two of the other 
members of the committee. 

Mr. Ose. 

Mr. Ose. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Crocker, we have 92 instances, I think, of Americans in 
Saudi — that is the information the committee has — that are either 
being held in some form of restricted access or otherwise. Do you 
know of this information, Ms. Andruch? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. If you don’t mind. I’ll try to take that 
question. The numbers that you have, that is correct. The numbers 
will change periodically. 

Those numbers include children that we are aware of who have 
been abducted or those children who have gone to live in Saudi 
Arabia; and then the parent, the mother in all of these cases, has 
returned to the United States and had to leave her children there 
because she was not able to leave with them. 

Mr. Ose. Would you describe this particular situation as a crisis? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir, I would. 

Mr. Ose. Yet, following onto the chairman’s comment and looking 
at the testimony that Mr. Crocker submitted, there doesn’t seem to 
be a lot we’re doing about it. I mean, your testimony indicates 
that — Mr. Crocker, on page 11 — on specific direct actions we have, 
one, worked with the Saudi parent to permit voluntary access to 
their children. Well, of these 92 cases — let me go to 30,000 feet. 
How many cases other than these 92 has the State Department or 
the Embassy been involved in in terms of conducting a welfare and 
whereabouts visit? 

Ms. Andruch. I don’t have numbers specific to Saudi Arabia on 
welfare and whereabouts visits. 

If I could say — first, let me say that I do realize that almost any- 
thing I say and any answer I provide is not — is going to be insuffi- 
cient, and it will be totally unable to address the tragedy that is 
facing these women here and others like them. 

Mr. Ose. OK, well, let me just interject then. It’s Mr. Crocker’s 
testimony, so maybe I should direct the question to him. The testi- 
mony is, we’ve had some limited success in arranging visits by 
American citizen parents with their children in Saudi Arabia, but 
such visits to date have been admittedly few. That is at the bottom 
of page 11 and the top of page 12. 

When you say such visits to date have admittedly been few, what 
do you mean? 

Ms. Andruch. I’ll take that. 

Mr. Ose. It’s Mr. Crocker’s testimony. 

Ms. Andruch. It is, sir, but we basically combined this. But it 
is something that consular officers generally do. 
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Mr. OsE. All right. Quantify the phrase “admittedly been few.” 

Ms. Andruch. Again, and I am — because the visits are made 
with the permission of either the father or husband in adult cases 
when we try to do these visits, the male sponsor of these women 
or children, we aren’t always successful; and that is — it’s, unfortu- 
nately, why we have been so infrequently able to see Alia and 
Aisha. 

Mr. Burton. Would the gentleman yield real quickly? 

You know, you say that you tried but you have been unsuccess- 
ful. But what kind of pressure has been exerted on the Saudi Gov- 
ernment or these families of these people that have been involved 
in these kidnappings? What kind of pressure has been brought to 
bear to make things successful? 

I mean, you take a ball bat and you hit somebody in the head, 
they get the message. To just say diplomatically 

I read this letter a while ago. Pardon me for interrupting. But 
I read this letter a while ago, and it sounded like a lot of mish- 
mash. You know, the honorable so and so and all this diplomatic 
language; and it didn’t really say anything. It said one thing about 
this child being kidnapped from the United States, but it says, we 
are also investigating the kidnapping from your country back. How 
in the hell can there be a kidnapping from the United States, and 
then when the person goes and gets their child and brings it back 
that’s a kidnapping? I mean, that’s gobbledygook put in those diplo- 
matic letters. 

We need to have some teeth. You know, you’re not coming into 
the United States to do business until you let those kids go and let 
those women go. You know, they get the message doing that. 

Thank you for yielding. 

Mr. OSE. My pleasure. 

Mr. Crocker, at what level has this issue risen? To what level 
has this issue risen? 

Mr. Crocker. Well it’s risen to the — let me say, the topmost lev- 
els of the Saudi Government. 

Mr. Ose. How about on our side? Give me — just educate me a lit- 
tle. We’ve got Secretary of State Powell, and then we’ve got — we’ve 
got a bunch of people under him, and then we’ve got a bunch of 
people under them. Where are we on this? You know. 

Mr. Crocker. Well, on the Saudi side 

Mr. Ose. No, on the American side. 

Mr. Crocker [continuing]. We’re at the top. On the American 
side, this most recent discussion was with Assistant Secretary Wil- 
liam Burns. 

Mr. Ose. William Burns. Now you say he’s an Assistant Sec- 
retary. What do you mean? Does that mean like he is third level 
down, second level down? I always get confused. I mean, there’s a 
lot more titles over there than there are my ability to comprehend 
so 

Mr. Crocker. We have the Secretary, a Deputy Secretary, sev- 
eral Under Secretaries and then the Assistant Secretaries. 

Mr. Ose. So you’re talking fourth level down? 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ose. You’ve got Secretary Powell, then you’ve got a Deputy 
Secretary, then you’ve got, you say. Assistant Deputy Under Sec- 
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retaries and then you have Assistant Deputy Under Secretaries. 
You’re losing me here, let me just tell you. 

Mr. Crocker. Secretary, Deputy Secretary, then several Under 
Secretaries and then Assistant Secretaries. 

Mr. OSE. OK. 

Mr. Crocker. And 

Mr. OSE. Now, do you have any — and that is William Burns? 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ose. Do you have any idea when William Burns last talked 
about this matter with Secretary Powell? 

Mr. Crocker. I would have to take that — I assume it would be — 
it would have been after his trip to Saudi Arabia, when he raised 
it with the Saudis. But to be precise I’d have to go back and ask 
the question. 

Mr. Ose. Well, my next question — I would like to know the an- 
swer to that question, if I could, Mr. Chairman. I’d also like to 
know how frequently this issue is on the agenda when the senior 
management over at the State Department gets together to talk 
about issues of concern to the interests of United States. It would 
seem to me that the children of the United States are an interest 
to the United States. Ms. Andruch just agreed or concurred in 
using the word “crisis” as it affects this particular situation. I’m 
just trying to figure out, you know, does crisis get to the second to 
the top level or the top level? I mean. I’m trying to figure out who 
it is I need to talk to to make something happen. 

Mr. Crocker. It is the No. 1 priority in the mission program 
plan, which is a document for each Embassy on the conduct of rela- 
tions with the state which they are accredited, as Ambassador 
Horan noted. In terms of other interventions, again, we would have 
to go back and get you a precise answer. 

Mr. Ose. I would appreciate that information. 

Mr. Crocker. Yes. So it’s two questions. 

Mr. Ose. Yes. 

Now I want to go back to — I think it was Ms. Davis in the pre- 
vious panel. We had a situation arise where the children of an 
American citizen, American citizens themselves. Marines, were or- 
dered to basically physically remove them from an Embassy of the 
United States. Now if I’m correct in the testimony, there was a 
name attached to the person who perhaps gave that order, Carla 
Dunn. Is that correct? Carla Reid. Am I correct in understanding 
that Carla Reid was based in or posted at the American Embassy 
at the time those children and that parent were asked to leave the 
Embassy? Asked, whatever you want to say. Am I correct in my 
understanding of that? 

Mr. Crocker. That is correct. 

Mr. Ose. Is Ms. Reid the person who directed the Marines to 
physically remove the American citizens from the American Em- 
bassy? 

Mr. Crocker. I could not say whether she made that determina- 
tion herself or whether it came as a result of higher direction. 

Mr. Ose. If I understand correctly, there was, in fact, a cable 
from the Embassy to the United States at the time of this situa- 
tion; and a cable went back to the Embassy with the instructions 
to carry out the displacement. Are you aware of that? 
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Ms. Andruch. I’m not aware of that, sir. I do know that there 
was a telegram reporting the incident a day after. I don’t know 
that there was an exchange asking, you know, what to do and then 
a cable going back. 

Mr. OsE. To whom would the telegram have gone from the Em- 
bassy to the United States, the initial telegram? 

Ms. Andruch. It came to the State Department, and it would 
have been addressed — it was addressed to the Bureau of Consular 
Affairs. 

Mr. OsE. What does that mean? Give me a name. Would that be 
you? 

Ms. Andruch. That is me. 

Mr. OsE. Are you the person who responded to the telegram? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir, I wasn’t. Because that was I think in 
1990, so I wasn’t here then. 

Mr. OsE. Who was the person that responded to the telegram? 

Ms. Andruch. I don’t know. I’ll have to take that question. 

If I could just say one thing, I don’t know that the cable needed 
a response. My recollection was that it was a cable — a reporting 
cable. It wasn’t one asking for direction. But I will look. 

Mr. OsE. We will find the cable, and we will find the answer. 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. I will provide the cable to you. 

Mr. OSE. All right. 

Mr. Chairman, I have exhausted my questions for the moment. 

Mr. Shays [presiding]. Ambassador Horan, I apologize. You were 
speaking when I was meeting with the first panelists. I would like 
you to summarize your basic point, and then I want to ask a ques- 
tion after you summarize that. 

Mr. Horan. Under Shari’ah law it’s very difficult for the Em- 
bassy to act on behalf of the kidnapped children. We can do a lot 
for Americans that are in trouble with Saudi commercial law and 
even actually sometimes in criminal law. But with the kidnapped 
children, the parents, the Saudi father hides behind Shari’ah law 
saying that is not Saudi law, this is God’s law, you know. And then 
if the VIP families are concerned it becomes even harder. The 
Saudis say, we, you know, the law is on our side, and it’s our law, 
and we’ve got the children, so it’s too bad. 

After speaking with Senator Dixon before I went out to Saudi 
Arabia, had a first introductory call on Prince Salman, the intro- 
ductory call is just, you know, how are you, great to be here. Then 
I made — sometime later requested another meeting with Prince 
Salman, who is the Governor of Riyadh, a very powerful man and 
the full brother of the king. And his office said, well, if — Ambas- 
sador Horan, he’ll be glad to talk to him. But if he wants to talk 
about the Roush case, you know, the prince is not going to see him. 

So I said, well — I went ahead and saw the prince. Toward the 
end of my meeting I said, you know, your royal highness, there’s 
one topic you did not want me to talk about, but you know it’s very 
much on your mind and it’s very much on our mind and you’re 
going to hear more about that. Quite frankly, I found if you’re deal- 
ing with a foreign government the way that you get them to know 
that you really mean something is you bore them with it. You ask 
them that question every time you see them, again and again and 
again. Finally, they get the point that, oh, here comes, you know. 
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the American Ambassador or whomever; and they’re going to raise 
that boring point again. That’s one of the ways you get the message 
across. 

Another way is to, frankly, apply some pressure. Consuls can 
apply lots of pressure in different posts. In Saudi Arabia, it was a 
little harder. I think Ambassador Mabus’ ploy about no visas was 
just a stroke of brilliance, and it’s being done all over the world by 
imaginative and public-spirited consuls. Too bad that wasn’t pur- 
sued. 

The Saudis — not providing manifests for their passengers, that’s 
something that — no landing rights, ways of responding to pressure. 

I guess Ms. Roush was saying how — about the status of women. 
I once wrote an article saying how extraordinary it was that Sec- 
retary Powell gives us a stirring plea for our women in Afghani- 
stan; and in the article I wrote that, goodness, you could have put 
Saudi Arabia in every single place where it says Afghanistan and 
it would read just as well. 

The point that was made about Martha McSally, totally, 100 per- 
cent, on the button. Because I gave a TV interview once saying, 
having Martha McSally, a tri-athlete commissioned officer, having 
to wear an abaya is like asking an African American to sit in the 
back of the bus or asking an American of Jewish origin to wear a 
big yellow star on his uniform. 

And we do bend over too far backward. During Desert Shield/ 
Desert Storm, my son, who commanded a Marine reconnaissance 
platoon, told me how shocked he was that his chaplain had to re- 
move the collar brass. He had a little cross on it. You know, he 
thought that was really unusual, and it really is. 

Mr. Shays. I don’t think of myself as having prejudice, but I find 
myself, as I said earlier, wrestling with a country that doesn’t 
choose to acknowledge that 15 of the 19 terrorists of September 
11th were from their country, Saudi Arabia. And I wrestle with the 
fact that, in general, we seem to allow human rights abuses. We 
tolerate them and don’t speak out about them if they seem some- 
how connected to a faith. I know Members of Congress who are 
outraged at things that may happen in China and other places who 
simply ignore the abuses that take place in Saudi Arabia. 

I am interested to know, as Ambassador, did you and your em- 
ployees have free rein of the country? Could you travel anywhere 
you wanted like a diplomat in the United States could travel — from 
Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Horan. Yes, sir. I traveled extensively in Saudi Arabia, but 
I was there as our No. 2 person from 1972 to 1977. The DCM, the 
Deputy Chief, tends to stay at home and sort of mind the store. As 
an ambassador, though, I really traveled a lot around the country; 
and it was one of the — you know, one of the duties. 

Mr. Shays. Did you travel everywhere in the country or only 
some places? 

Mr. Horan. Well, I went down to the Asir, which is one of these 
disaffected areas. It was the last section of Saudi Arabia to become 
part of the kingdom, and quite a few of the terrorists came from 
there. I went to Yemen on a trip. 

Mr. Shays. I’m not asking where you went. I’m asking if you 
were free to travel anywhere you wanted without limitation. 
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Mr. Horan. Oh, I couldn’t go to Mecca or Medina. Absolutely no. 
No, you just couldn’t go there. 

Mr. Shays. Is the Embassy within a compound of other Embas- 
sies or is it in — where commerce is and so on? 

Mr. Horan. They had set up a new diplomatic corridor that had 
been moved into just about the time that I arrived there, and it 
is — it looks like — I guess like a luxurious American suburb, but it’s 
got a big wall around it, and it only had one access, a small narrow 
road controlled, of course, by Saudi security, and you really live in 
a highly isolated ghetto. Saudi Arabia is a country where foreign- 
ers, even those who speak Arabic, it’s very easy to exclude them 
from a sense of association with society. Once you’re living in that 
big compound, it is very easy just to sort of forget Saudi Arabia is 
there. 

Mr. Shays. Now, explain to me — first off, I realize that I’m on 
a higher platform physically, and I realize that we’re asking you 
questions. State in particular. But I don’t look at my Federal Gov- 
ernment — I heard these stories with shock, but I felt like I am part 
of the problem. So I want this understood when I ask questions of 
the State Department that in one sense I am — it’s not like I’m 
passing judgment, but I’m just trying to understand how we sort 
all these kinds of challenges out. 

I want to understand what restraints — this may seem obvious, 
but I want it for the record. What restraints do you feel diplomats 
have in a country like Saudi Arabia; and I’m going to ask you. Am- 
bassador. 

Mr. Horan. I traveled around a lot. I speak Arabic. At the time, 
I spoke Arabic really quite well. I mean. I’d worked as an inter- 
preter with President Johnson and with Vice President Rockefeller 
at times. And so I really traveled around. I saw as many people 
as I could. I’d walk through the marketplaces talking to people. 

Mr. Shays. And that was when? 

Mr. Horan. That was 1987 and 1988. 

Mr. Shays. That’s a while ago. 

Mr. Horan. Yes. Before then, I had — in my 5 years in the 1970’s 
I had a lot of contacts, I think, I mean really a lot. Because I had 
studied at Arab universities. I was pretty good in Arabic literature. 

Mr. Shays. If you didn’t like something that was done in that 
country, could you just speak out about it publicly? Could you call 
a press conference and say, you know, we have concerns about 
this? 

Mr. Horan. An Ambassador doesn’t get his job done by doing a 
press conference in a country but by talking to the people who 
count. 

Mr. Shays. I think that’s a fair point. 

Mr. Horan. At one sort of modular sort of gathering of Ambas- 
sadors with the King I asked King Fasil, wouldn’t it be a great idea 
for Saudi Arabia to send some of their bright young theology stu- 
dents to study in the United States like at Harvard Divinity School 
or at Princeton Theological Seminary? And I got kind of a roasting 
from the chief of protocol afterwards saying, you know, you were 
asking his majesty to conflate truth and falsehood. But, you know, 
I was trying to engage people in a kind of sincere and intellectual 
exchange; and, you know, sometimes it works. 
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But you can speak up to people and if they think that you’re seri- 
ous and well-intentioned, professional 

Mr. Shays. Your bottom line point is that any dialog that — any 
influence you have as a diplomat is going to be person to person, 
just trying to educate people. Maybe at an affair in the evening or 
cocktails you might have an opportunity to talk to someone, you 
might have a private meeting with someone, and you would share 
certain things you think would be helpful. Is that accurate? 

Mr. Horan. Sir, pretty accurate. You know — and in countries 
like Saudi Arabia it’s very person to person. 

Mr. Shays. I’d like to ask our next two witnesses, would you list 
to me what you think the vulnerabilities are with the United 
States being able to be more candid and more outspoken with the 
Saudi Government and, frankly, the Saudi people? 

Mr. Pipes. Mr. Chairman, I don’t think there are vulnerabilities. 
I think our problem is our preemptive cringe, our obsequiousness, 
our unwillingness to stand up for our rights. 

I mean, consider the anecdote I told before. We had 400,000 
troops in Saudi Arabia in late 1990. The President of the United 
States was going to have a Thanksgiving meal with them. He was 
told by the Saudis he could not say grace. He accepted that. I see 
no reason why he should have. I see no reason in all the other 
cases why we should be 

Mr. Shays. OK. Now you’re telling me why you think that we 
could have and should have been more outspoken. I mean, that is 
kind of my style. Maybe I wouldn’t make a good diplomat. But — 
and I don’t mean have a press conference. I mean, just — my style 
would be to be a little more candid. But I’m asking you to think 
a little deeper than you’re thinking. What then are the perceived 
challenges to being more outspoken? 

By the way, Mr. Ose, do you mind if I keep continuing? 

What do you think would be the most perceived reasons why we 
might not be outspoken? 

Mr. Pipes. Well, Mr. Chairman, as I argued before, I believe the 
heart of the problem on the American side is a sense that if you 
please the Saudis they will reward you. It is a syndrome that is 
not unknown in domestic affairs called revolving door. The people 
who oversee the insurance companies that go work for the insur- 
ance companies, we have laws in effect 

Mr. Shays. So — but just to clarify this comment, please. The 
Saudis, they will reward you personally, not necessarily govern- 
ment. 

Mr. Pipes. If you please the Saudi Government, they will reward 
you afterwards. 

Mr. Shays. I want to know who — afterwards. You, the person? 

Mr. Pipes. You, the person. 

Mr. Shays. OK. 

Mr. Pipes. Personal rewards. 

Mr. Shays. OK. So really the question becomes, who do you — 
who are you working for? 

Mr. Pipes. And who do you consult for? Who do you get non-prof- 
it funding for? It can take many different guises, but in the ulti- 
mate analysis it’s all money. 

Mr. Shays. OK. In your judgment 



189 


Mr. Pipes. And the striking thing is to contrast the Saudi case 
with the other oil-rich countries of the region, say Kuwait, Qatar, 
UAE. They do not engage in this kind of policy, and we have a 
much more even keel and a much more normal relationship with 
them. 

Mr. Shays. Are there studies that might show different govern- 
ment officials who worked in various Embassies and what they 
have done afterwards that would say, you know, there’s a clear, un- 
avoidable inference that if you’re in Saudi Arabia and you play 
their game the way they want to play it that you have rewards 
afterwards? Are there studies that are done or is this based on 

Mr. Pipes. Not to the best of my knowledge, Mr. Chairman, but 
I think it would be a great idea for the Congressional Research 
Service to look into it if you would suggest it to them. 

Mr. Shays. I’m not reluctant to suggest that. 

Mr. Bandow. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Shays. Let me just do this, and then we’ll come to you. Yes. 

Mr. Bandow. If I could just add very briefly 

Mr. Shays. It doesn’t have to be brief. 

Mr. Bandow. OK. I think it’s easy to merge both a perception of 
national interest and personal advantage. There certainly are con- 
cerns that are raised in terms of cooperation with the Saudi re- 
gime, particularly on energy oil matters, obviously, and on security 
and concerns about the stability of the regime which I suspect help 
cause the U.S. Government at times to walk far more gingerly and 
indeed to be utterly pusillanimous when it shouldn’t. 

I think we should have as an overall understanding the Saudis 
need us certainly as much as we need them. Indeed, I would argue 
they need us more. And our policy should recognize that. We 
should not act as if we are the supplicant and they have benefits 
to give to us but rather any kind of a cooperative relationship does 
run both ways. And they do need us to purchase their oil. They 
need many things from the United States. 

Mr. Shays. I mean, there is logic for our wanting to have a good 
relationship with this government, but I’m struck by the fact that, 
you know, one issue is obviously oil and the disruption of oil. An- 
other is its strategic location. And I’m just wondering all the ways 
that become restraints on the next group that I’ll ask. And I realize 
you have limits to how you can respond, but there are restraints 
as to how you may choose to respond. So oil basis, what other big 
items are there? 

Mr. Bandow. I think a broad sense of stability of the regime, a 
fear of a change in the regime that would be unfavorable to the 
United States. 

Mr. Shays. In other words, almost, in a sense, that a radical 
Muslim regime may not even care if market — in other words, they 
may not view the financial markets or even the selling of oil as 
being something that would be horrific if there was oil disruption 
or we, you know, claimed their assets and so on. That may just fit 
into their scheme as they choose to disrupt the world economy and 
go back a ways. 

Mr. Bandow. I think that’s in the back of some people’s minds. 
I think it’s very unlikely. But I think that is — colors the judgment 
of some officials. 
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Mr. Shays. Do any of the first of the witnesses care — before I get 
Mr. Ose to respond to anything I have added, do you want to jump 
in, Ambassador? 

Mr. Horan. Just one. I mentioned to Dr. Pipes, when it came 
Christmas when I was Ambassador in Saudi Arabia, I said, let’s 
have a big Christmas party for our American community here. And 
they said, oh, you know, this is going to be Shari’ah. And I said, 
no, it isn’t. The Shari’ah stuff is out there. This is the American 
Embassy. We can have a real Christmas celebration. We had pray- 
ers and a 20-foot Christmas tree and punch and carols, and it was 
really great. The American Embassy really liked it. 

And I thought this an idea — we respect our customs, you know, 
and they’ll respect us if they say that we respect our customs. You 
have got to behave insofar as — you know, we are not going into 
Mecca, but this is the way we do things; and I think we ought to 
stand up for ourselves. 

Mr. Shays. Mr. Pipes, I’m just going to ask you one question. If 
you were President of the United States — when the President came 
to visit our troops, was that pre the Gulf war or after the Gulf war? 

Mr. Pipes. November 1990, 2 months before. 

Mr. Shays. OK. Can you give a little slack here to suggest that, 
if you’re President of the United States, you’re not going to give 
anybody any excuse in the government to basically prevent you 
from doing what you think you need to do as Commander in Chief? 
Is there a little bit of play? 

Mr. Pipes. Well, Mr. Chairman, these are judgment calls. But I 
gave as an example of something which is much more widespread. 
For example, a month later, in December 1990, the troops in Saudi 
Arabia — hundreds of thousands, half a million — were not permitted 
to have any public display of Christmas celebration. 

Mr. Shays. You mean, public display within their own ranks? 

Mr. Pipes. Within their own ranks. 

Mr. Shays. It wasn’t like they were going to go to some city in 
Saudi Arabia 

Mr. Pipes. Absolutely. They had what were called C word morale 
services — in other words, Christmas morale services. That was the 
term. These were in unmarked tents, unmarked mess halls and 
within that people could do things. 

Mr. Shays. I might, if I were a soldier, be a little resentful of 
thinking I might be giving up my life for, obviously, our own na- 
tional interest, the stability and concern that we didn’t want Sad- 
dam Hussein to control 20 percent of the world’s oil, potentially 
threatening another 40 percent. 

Mr. Pipes. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Shays. But, having said that, that would have taken — I 
would have sucked it in if I were one of the servicemen thinking 
I might end up dying in this land. 

Mr. Pipes. If I could read you one more paragraph, this is the 
testimony of a former Foreign Service Officer in Jidda. He was 
given kind of informal duty of being in charge of what we call the 
Catholic catacomb. And he explained afterwards when Catholic 
Americans — this is official Americans, this is Americans on the 
Embassy staff, sought permission to worship on the Embassy 
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grounds I was to receive their telephone inquiries and deflect them 
by pretending not to know about the so-called Tuesday lectures. 

By the way, the Sunday services took place in Jidda on Tuesday 
because the only priest — subterranean priest who could get there 
got there on Tuesday. So they’re called Tuesday lectures. Only if 
a person kept calling back and insisted that such a group existed 
was I to meet with them and get a sense of his trustworthiness. 
This is on American territory, and this is part of the same phe- 
nomenon of throwing Mrs. Stowers out of the Embassy. 

Mr. Shays. I’ll just throw out a rhetorical question; and, Mr. Ose, 
you’ve got the floor as long as you want. I would just say that if 
we said to the Saudis that none of their citizens could practice 
their faith in public or in private or even in the Embassy, I would 
think they would be beyond outraged. And it is — I would love to 
at some time have a conversation with a Saudi diplomat in this 
country to have him explain to me the difference. 

Mr. Ose, thank you for your patience. 

Mr. Ose. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Ambassador Horan, we’ve heard some conversation — testimony 
today — excuse me — that we are guests of the Saudi, guests of the 
government, guests of — ^you know, guests. Erom your experience, 
now you were an ambassador — I mean, we’re talking the top guy — 
right in Saudi Arabia. No. 1, the big cheese, you know, all that sort 
of thing, right? 

Mr. Horan. I didn’t feel like it. Go ahead, yes. 

Mr. Ose. You had moved to that position from a different posi- 
tion in another country? 

Mr. Horan. I had been our Ambassador in Sudan before I went 
to Saudi Arabia, sir. 

Mr. Ose. OK. So, your two postings as Ambassador were in the 
Sudan and Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Horan. Also in Cameroon. 

Mr. Ose. And Cameroon. 

Mr. Horan. Yes. 

Mr. Ose. Now, in any of those three countries, was the treatment 
of the property on which the Embassy sat different, one from the 
other? 

Mr. Horan. The Embassy is American soil. 

Mr. Ose. Whether it’s in Cameroon or Sudan or Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Horan. Yes, it’s American soil, just like the Congress is on 
American soil. 

Mr. Ose. Is that the policy of the State Department that the Em- 
bassy in Cameroon is American soil? 

Mr. Horan. I believe so. 

Mr. Ose. Is it the policy of the State Department that the Em- 
bassy in the Sudan is American soil? 

Mr. Horan. If it’s different I’d stand to be corrected by my col- 
leagues, but I spent 39 years in the business, and the Embassy 
was — you know, this is the USA. 

Mr. Ose. So, it’s the policy of the State Department that the Em- 
bassy in Saudi Arabia sits on American soil, also? 

Mr. Horan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ose. So we’re not guests? 

Mr. Horan. Yes. 



192 


Mr. OSE. In any true sense or Webster’s dictionary sense? 

Mr. Horan. Well, you use the word “guests” it is American soil, 
but it’s American soil and it is an enclave of America in Saudi Ara- 
bia; and, you know, our job is not to make friends necessarily, but 
our job is to get business done. And if you can do it politely and 
even ingratiatingly, OK. But, you know, it’s American soil; and in 
that sense we are guests because we look to them for a lot of serv- 
ices and a lot of cooperation. 

Mr. OSE. OK. Mr. Crocker, Ms. Andruch, if you’d offer any com- 
ment, I’d be curious. Is it the policy of the State Department of the 
United States that the Embassy grounds in Saudi Arabia are 
American soil, or is it the policy that they are not American soil? 

Mr. Crocker. Embassy grounds throughout the world are Amer- 
ican soil. It’s not just the policy of the State Department. That’s 
international law. 

Mr. OSE. OK. Is it the policy of the United — let me — I’m trying 
to figure out what was it that — what set of circumstances was it 
that created a situation where U.S. Marines were asked to remove 
U.S. citizens from U.S. soil? Is that the — is it the policy of the State 
Department that U.S. citizens may not take refuge in the Embassy 
in Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Crocker. Let me speak to the general before we go to the 
specific. A U.S. Embassy anywhere, having the welfare of its citi- 
zens as the top priority, will do whatever it can to protect them. 
And if an American citizen under duress arrives at an American 
Embassy, the Ambassador — and I’ve been an ambassador three 
times — is going to make a determination as to whether having this 
person there is important for that person’s well-being. 

Mr. OsE. So, someone made a determination that Ms. Stowers 
and her children were not under duress? Is that what you’re telling 
me? 

Mr. Crocker. For the specifics of this case, my colleague may be 
able to comment, or we’ll need to get back to you. 

Mr. OSE. Ms. Andruch. 

Ms. Andruch. I think it is a little bit both, sir. I’ll make a com- 
ment, and then we will — this information, I hope, will become more 
clear when we get that telegram that I promised to deliver to you. 

In hindsight, which is, of course, always 20/20, I wish we had 
done things differently. I understand, though, that the policy would 
be, as Ambassador Crocker said — I mean, a decision would have 
been made at the time based on circumstances then. I can’t second- 
guess those. I, too — I wish I could go back in time and do things 
differently. All we can do at this point is look at what happened. 

I can, though, say that I think, looking at the long term — and, 
again, I don’t know — I’m not privy to the conversations that took 
place. But I’m quite sure that then, as now, consular officers and 
Embassy officers are looking for a solution to the problem. And I 
think they may have thought — and I’m just guessing — that having 
a family stay overnight was not going to solve the problem, even 
if they could have found accommodations for the family. Because 
the bottom line remained that, without the permission of the ex- 
husband, they would not be able to leave the country. 

So, you know, is staying a week — a day or a week going to help? 
Are other Americans going to come and want to stay for a day or 
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a week? And even if we could accommodate them, how are we help- 
ing? And I think that may have been what they were thinking in 
making the decision that they made at that time. 

Mr. OSE. I would like to know who made the determination that 
Ms. Stowers and her children should not be allowed to stay in the 
Embassy. I want to know which American official made the deci- 
sion that these American citizens should not be allowed to stay on 
American soil. I don’t think there’s any — I mean, this was a woman 
and two young children who basically confronted three U.S. Ma- 
rines — I mean, I would not do that unless I was under significant 
duress. And I don’t — I have to say I’m at somewhat of a loss. 

Maybe I’m missing something, but I would like to know. I would 
like to know which of our professional people ascertained that re- 
moving these American citizens from American soil was in their in- 
terest. So I’m looking forward to seeing these cables. I would like 
to know who had the authority and the jurisdiction at the time of 
the incident on the date which it occurred to make this decision 
and who made it. 

And I want to followup on a couple of things. Is Carla Reid still 
with the State Department? 

Ms. Andruch. It’s my understanding that she has retired. I don’t 
know that for certain. 

Mr. OsE. How about Frederick Moleski? 

Ms. Andruch. He is still in the Foreign Service, but I would 
have to find out where he is posted. 

Mr. OSE. I would like to find out whether they are currently em- 
ployed at the Department of State. 

Now I do want to pay a compliment to the State Department. 
The State Department has posted on its Web site an advisory to 
Americans considering marriage to Saudis. What I don’t under- 
stand is why that advisory has been taken off the Web site. 

Ms. Andruch. I was not aware that it was taken off the Web 
site. There’s one on Islamic law that is on our Web site. It’s at trav- 
el.state.gov. 

Mr. OsE. Travel.state.gov. So this one that refers specifically to 
Saudi Arabia has or has it not been removed? 

Ms. Andruch. I don’t know if it’s on there right now. 

Mr. OsE. Dr. Pipes. 

Mr. Pipes. If my recollection is correct, it was taken down at the 
behest of an Islamic group in the United States. 

Mr. OsE. It was taken down at the behest of an Islamic group 
in United States. Which Islamic group? 

Mr. Pipes. I believe it was the Council on American-Islamic Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. Ose. With whom did they communicate their interest? 

Mr. Pipes. They protested this document to the State Depart- 
ment, which proceeded to take it down. 

Mr. Ose. Well, did they protest on the basis of inaccurate infor- 
mation? 

Mr. Pipes. They said it was discriminatory. This is all from mem- 
ory. It’s a couple of years ago. I believe they said it was discrimina- 
tory. 

Mr. Ose. Is there information in this material that’s inaccurate? 
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Mr. Pipes. I don’t think that was the point. I think it was that 
posting this about marriage to Saudis as opposed to, say, marriage 
to Canadians was discriminatory. 

Mr. OsE. Have we had any protest about the postings on the 
Shari’ah? 

Mr. Pipes. I’m not sure. 

Ms. Andruch. We have — in another part of our Web site we 
have fliers on international parental child abduction by country, 
and there is something there about Saudi Arabia. I have 

Mr. Ose. I presume it talks at that point a lot about the Hague 
Convention. The problem is that Saudi is not a 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. It’s specific to Saudi Arabia, and I have 
copies of those if you want. 

Mr. Ose. OK. Again, I want to go back to this. This was the in- 
formation posted on the Web site. It does refer — I’ll just read it. 
Saudi Arabia, the subtitle is Marriage to Saudis. And, it’s rather 
lengthy. It’s seven pages, single-spaced information. I am trying to 
figure out if we’re trying to caution Americans to be very careful 
for all the obvious reasons here. I would just think that we’d leave 
it up — did the Council of Islamic Relations, is that an American 
group or is that a group of foreign citizens who are trying to ad- 
vance American-Islamic relations? 

Mr. Pipes. Both, sir. It was founded in — its founding meeting 
was in Philadelphia in 1993. It was tapped by the FBI. It’s become 
apparent that the founding of this group was done by operatives 
of Hamas, the militant Islamic Palestinian group. But the Council 
of American-Islamic Relations portrays itself as an American group 
interested in American interests. However, it does have a very 
close connection to foreign terrorist entities, I might add, since the 
Hamas is declared a terrorist entity by the LJ.S. Government. 

Mr. Ose. So, Americans considering marriage to a Saudi would 
go where to get some indication of the likely circumstances that 
they’d be living under? 

Ms. Andruch. I do have copies, as I said. One is the Inter- 
national Parental Child Abduction Islamic Family Law. That is on 
our Web site. As is another one entitled, Saudi Arabia Inter- 
national Parental Child Abduction, that gives that information. 

Mr. Ose. But, you have taken down the information on the State 
Department Web site relating directly to marriage to Saudi? 

Ms. Andruch. I’ll have to take that — I was — that must have 
been before my time. But I think that same information was incor- 
porated in this. 

Mr. Ose. On March 3, 2000, I submitted some questions to 
Chairman Rogers, Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice, State, in 
the process of doing appropriations hearings. I just want to ask 
you — question No. 7 hadn’t changed. Why should the Congress of 
the United States provide any funding for a State Department desk 
that isn’t to intervene on behalf of American children taken by a 
noncustodial parent to a foreign country? I don’t think that ques- 
tion has changed. 

I have to tell you, I don’t know what your funding is now Mr. 
Crocker, Ms. Andruch, but you’re not making — I mean. I’m ap- 
palled. I’m a Member of Congress asked to vote on the interests of 
the United States which I consider to be paramount, and I have to 
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tell you right now I’m about to go visit with Mr. Rogers again. 
Something’s got to change here. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back to you. 

Mr. Shays. I thank the gentleman. 

I would like to ask, first, from either of our State Department 
witnesses, how is our conduct with Saudi Arabia different than our 
conduct in any other country? What makes it different? 

Mr. Crocker. Sir, are you referring to the whole conduct of rela- 
tions? 

Mr. Shays. A little louder, please. Yes. No, I just want to know 
how do we treat and what are the restraints on us dealing with 
Saudis that might be different in another country. 

Mr. Crocker. Effectively, and in broad terms, it would be about 
the same. We have a broad range of interests with the Saudis that 
may have us more involved in more different areas than with, say, 
other smaller countries. But 

Mr. Shays. Is it a fact, for instance, that Jewish — American Jews 
might not have the opportunity to serve as diplomats in Saudi Ara- 
bia? 

Mr. Crocker. No, that is not true, sir. I know of my personal 
knowledge a Jewish officer who recently returned from a tour of 
duty in Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Shays. Is it your testimony — I know we didn’t swear people, 
but — we did? Is it your testimony, under oath, that we have no re- 
straint on the number or people that would serve in Saudi Arabia, 
that there is no restraint — that if they’re Jews they can serve there 
and we don’t consider that a factor at all in the assignment to 
Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Crocker. Well, what I know of my own personal knowledge 
is that a fairly senior officer has recently returned from a posting 
there. 

Mr. Shays. OK. But that’s not really all that I asked you. That 
part is — ^you’ve told me. I want to know if you have heard of or are 
aware of any decision on the part of the U.S. Government not to 
send an American citizen who happens to be a Jew to Saudi Ara- 
bia. 

Mr. Crocker. No, sir. I am not aware of any position or decision 
on the part of the State Department or the tl.S. Government not 
to send people of the Jewish faith to Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Shays. Ambassador Horan, are you aware of that? 

Mr. Horan. That is my sense also, Mr. Chairman. I know of a 
number of Foreign Service Officers who are Jewish who have 
served in Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Shays. OK. So we’re just going to put it to bed. That’s not 
an issue. Is that the case, Mr. Crocker? 

Mr. Crocker. To the best of my knowledge, sir. 

Mr. Shays. OK. Ms. Andruch.I’m sorry. I can’t hear you. 

Ms. Andruch. I’m sorry. I agree. I don’t think there is a policy 
against that. 

Mr. Shays. I want to pursue, just briefly, a question that Doug 
Ose asked I think quite well; and that is I think what made me 
cringe the most, besides my own failure to get into this issue soon- 
er, is to understand how if an American citizen comes to American 
territory, our Embassy, that they could be kicked out if they believe 
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that their life is threatened. And threatened can be, in fact, being 
held hostage. I just have to understand that a little better. And is 
this something that would happen at any Embassy around the 
world? Or is this more unique to Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Crocker. I think the question can arise anywhere in the 
world. At two of the Embassies 

Mr. Shays. So when you heard this, you weren’t surprised. Be- 
cause this is common practice. Marines forcing Americans to leave 
an Embassy, whether they claim that they, you know, may be pun- 
ished and they may be hurt. 

Mr. Crocker. I misunderstood your question, sir. I thought you 
were asking, do situations arise around the world in which Ameri- 
cans seek the protection of the Embassy? 

Mr. Shays. And are thrown out. They were thrown out, correct? 

Mr. Crocker. Sir, I think that, given the significance of this 
event, the distance in time and some of the complexities, we are 
going to have to give you a written response on this case. 

Mr. Shays. You’re not willing to say on public record that they 
were thrown out of the Embassy at this time. 

Mr. Crocker. At this time, no, sir. 

Mr. Shays. OK. And 

Mr. OSE. Would the gentleman yield for a minute. Would the 
Embassy or the Marine detachment there ordinarily write up a re- 
port on any such incident? 

Mr. Crocker. In my experience, the Marines would, whatever 
the rest of the Embassy — the Marines would do an incident report. 

Mr. OsE. Who would have possession of that? 

Mr. Crocker. Probably would wind up with our Bureau of Diplo- 
matic Security in Washington. 

Mr. OSE. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Shays. Mr. Crocker, I’d like you to read exhibit 4, response 
to the request of the case of Stowers, Radwan, the Shalhoub Davis 
case. It’s exhibit 4. Would you look at exhibit 4? And I would ask 
Dr. Pipes or Mr. Bandow just to respond. Are you aware and how 
would you characterize what happened in the Embassy? It’s on the 
second page. 

Finally, at 7 p.m., after consultations between CG and the Em- 
bassy front officer. Marine security guards were asked to remove 
Ms. Stowers and her children from the premise. 

Now, remove means, in my judgment, to be forced to leave, cor- 
rect? We don’t have to speak about a dispute about that. So you’re 
covered. Somebody else has already acknowledged that. So are you 
comfortable acknowledging now, Mr. Crocker, they were kicked 
out? It’s the State Department document. 

[Exhibit 4 follows:] 
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Response to Questions on the Cases of Stowers/Radwan and Al-Shalhoob/Davis 


1. Case of Stowers/Radwan: Ms. Stowers and Mr. Radwan met and married in Texas, 
where both their children were also bom. After finishing school, Mr. Radwan returned to 
Saudi Arabia, where he obtained permission for his femily to come and live with him. In 
1985, after problems developed, Ms. Stowers told h«‘ husband she wanted to leave Saudi 
Arabia with her children. She actually filed for custody in Saudi Arabia, but lost her 
case. At some point thereafter, Ms. Stowers departed for the U.S. 

Monica Stowers returned to went to Saudi Arabia in November 1990 to visit her children. 
Embassy Riyadh facilitated issuance of her Saudi visa, met her at the airport, and, when 
she rejected the hotel accommodations made for her, took her to an in-law's house. She 
subsequently visited the Embassy twice and also called to discuss her case. At 9 a.m. on 
December 8, 1990, Ms. Stowers arrived at the Embassy with her luggage and her two 
children, Amjad and Rasheed. They were admitted to the Consular Section, whereupon 
Ms. Stowers demanded that something be done about her children’s situation, alleging 
that they were abused by their stepmother. 

The Consul General (CG) called the children’s father, Nizar Radwan, to discuss the 
situation and request that Mr. Radwan consider letting his children return to the U.S. 

Mr. Radwan replied that he would let Rasheed depart, but not Amjad. Among other 
things, Mr. Radwan suggested that the U.S. was not a fit place to raise a young girl. 

The CG told Mr. Radwan that she was considering raising the treatment of the children 
with the Deputy Governor of Riyadh. Mr. Radwan became upset, claimed he had 
spoken to his wife (the stepmother) about the abuse of Amjad, and asked for one week; if 
the situation did not improve for Amjad, her would place the children with their 
grandmother and provide funds for them. When Ms. Stowers said she did not believe his 
promise, he offered to sign a written guarantee. He later offered to let the children live 
with Ms. Stowers, in Saudi Arabia. In several phone calls throughout the day, Mr. 
Radwan told the CG and Ms. Stowers that he willing to "do anything" except allow his 
daughter to leave the Kingdom. He also gave assurances that he would not retaliate 
against Ms. Stowers. 

Ms. Stowers subsequently demanded to speak with the Ambassador, who was 
unavailable, and the King, which was impossible. The CG agreed to try to get an 
appointment for Ms. Stowers and an Embassy representative with the Governor or 
Deputy Governor of Riyadh, but also stressed that Ms. Stowers and her children could 
not remain in the Embassy. The Deputy Governor's office was closed for the day (it 
was now about 3 p.m.), but the CG promised she would call again in the morning to make 
an appointment. 

Ms. Stowers refused to believe she could not remain in the Embassy. She demanded a 
written guarantee from the CG that she would not be in danger if she left the Embassy, 
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which the CG could not provide, althou^ the CG did point out that Mr. Radwan knew 
that the Embassy was involved and ready to go to the Deputy Governor if necessary to 
protect Ms. Stowers and her children. 

Finally, at about 7 p.m., after consultations between the CG and the Embassy Front 
Office, Marine Security Guards (MSGs) were asked to remove Ms. Stowers and her 
children fi-om the premises. One MSG picked up Amjad, carried her about three yards, 
and placed her outside the consular waiting room. Ms. Stowers and Rasheed followed. 
They were then driven to the grandmother's house in an Embassy car. The next 
morning, the Embassy verified that Ms. Stowers and her children were safe. Ms. 

Stowers declined the Embassy's offer to arrange a visit with the Deputy Governor of 
Riyadh, and said she was now willing to talk with h^ husband. She said she might 
accept his written guarantees to allow Rasheed to travel to the U.S. and for her to visit 
Amjad in the Kingdom each summer. 

FoUow-up: Subsequent reporting on ft)is case indicates that Rasheed eventually left for 
the U.S. and then returned to the Kingdom. Amjad was married under Sharia law to a 
Saudi citizen, but ran away to her mother before she began living with her husband and is 
apparently no longer married to him. Ms. Stowers continues to live in the Kingdom, 
reportedly under the sponsorship of a Saudi princess. She and her two children visited 
Embassy Riyadh on April 1 6. They are presently living together in Riyadh and they 
have regular contact with Mr. Radwan. In economic and health terms they are doing 
well, although Ms. Stowers had some health problems last year. Nevertheless, they 
made it clear on April 16 that, were Amjad allowed to travel, they would prefer to return 
to the U.S. 


2 . Caseof Al-Shalhoob/Davis: There is little additional information in our files to add 
to the Committee staffs understanding of the case. The Consul General (CG) and at 
least two other consular officers were involved in this case. Ms. Davis apparently did 
meet with consular officers to discuss her case; those officers carefully explained to her 
the limitations on the Embassy's ability to help her child depart the Kingdom if her Saudi 
father would not give his permission. As a side note, although the Embassy was not 
involved in the Saudi child's departure, we understand that the Saudi Government almost 
declared the CG persona non grata because of a belief that he had arranged for the girl to 
leave the Kingdom on a military flight. The Saudis have apparently never accepted our 
denial of USG involvement. 
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Ms. Andruch. Mr. Shays. 

Mr. Shays. Is this attached from the letter from you all? Did you 
send this to us, Ms. Andruch? 

Ms. Andruch. I think this was included in the documents that 
the State Department submitted. We haven’t personally seen all of 
these documents, but I think 

Mr. Shays. Wasn’t it a letter from you that submitted this? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. No, sir. But I take your point; and I think, 
yes, if Marines escorted an American out of the Embassy, they 
were asked to leave. 

Mr. Shays. So is this a common practice? Does this happen often 
or, given that we’re acknowledging they were forced — they were re- 
moved from the premise, how should I, as a Member of Congress, 
view this? 

Ms. Andruch. I would have to say it happens extremely rarely 
with American citizens. I, too, was shocked by the report. 

Mr. Shays. Do we have any other knowledge of any other Amer- 
ican citizen seeking refuge in an Embassy and our Embassies in 
Saudi Arabia being forced to be removed? 

Ms. Andruch. I don’t know of any, no, sir. 

Mr. Shays. OK. Let me just ask this line of questions to the Dep- 
uty Assistant Secretary. 

This is to you. Secretary Crocker. I’m going to be asking you 
some questions about the State Department position, and I’m going 
to just follow script and make sure we have it pretty much accord- 
ing to how we’ve asked it. I’m going to ask you first, in the 16 years 
since the kidnapping, has the Roush case ever been raised with the 
Saudis by the Secretary of State, President or Vice President? 

Mr. Crocker. I’ll have to take the question, sir. 

Mr. Shays. OK. Did you realize that you were here to be able 
to testify on this issue, or were you just here — did you know Ms. 
Roush would be here? 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, I did, sir. 

Mr. Shays. Did you happen to review papers to familiarize your- 
self with this case? 

Mr. Crocker. I did review papers, but a question like this which 
covers a 16-year period, I just would not be able to answer. 

Mr. Shays. OK. So you’re not going to be able to answer whether 
or not the Secretary of State, President or Vice President — admit- 
tedly, there have been many. 

How about recently? Has Secretary Powell or the President or 
Vice President raised this as a concern? 

Ms. Andruch. I don’t believe that it’s been raised at that level, 
no, sir. 

Mr. Shays. The State Department’s persuasion in working with 
the Saudis — within the Saudi law for the past 16 years, you would 
acknowledge it hasn’t worked, correct? 

Mr. Crocker. Very clearly, sir, it has not worked. 

Mr. Shays. Will the U.S. Government raise the Roush case, and 
others like it, as a state-to-state issue between the United States 
and Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, sir, we will. We have and we will continue to 
do so. 
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Mr. Shays. If the Saudi Government does not respond favorably, 
will we place pressure on the Saudi Government to force a resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. Crocker. We will do everything we can that would advance 
the issue, the issue being access to and return of children. 

Mr. Shays. Can you list out some of the ways that the U.S. Gov- 
ernment could place pressure on the Saudi Government to force a 
resolution of this case? 

Mr. Crocker. I think the most effective way is to be clear, at 
senior levels of the Saudi Government, the depth of concern that 
is felt by the United States over this issue. Clearly, they are going 
to be aware of that from today’s hearing. 

Mr. Shays. Is it possible that we could use selected visas for offi- 
cial Saudi travel in the United States, deny or delay them? Is that 
a possibility? 

Let me say it again. Could selected visas for official Saudi travel 
to the United States be denied or delayed? Is that an option? 

Mr. Crocker. For visa denial, there has to be a specific ground, 
under law. 

Mr. Shays. In these cases, we are dealing with Saudi law which 
give Saudi men the power to hold children in the country against 
their will, correct? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir, effectively yes. 

Mr. Shays. As a result of these laws, dozens of Americans are 
being held against their will in Saudi Arabia. Shouldn’t the U.S. 
Government hold the Saudi Government responsible for its laws? 

Mr. Crocker. The Saudi Government, like any government, is 
responsible for it laws. They have, as I noted earlier, a very dif- 
ferent legal system. 

Mr. Shays. What was our position with South Africa and apart- 
heid? 

Mr. Crocker. We were strong opponents of apartheid. 

Mr. Shays. And what steps did we take to deal with that issue? 

Mr. Crocker. I’m not 

Mr. Shays. Didn’t we restrict how the government officials could 
travel because of those laws? 

Ms. Andruch. We did, sir, in that case, but it was hinged to, I 
believe, terrorism. So, I mean, it was hinged — there was a spe- 
cific — there was a specific part of the law that allowed us to deny 
visas in those cases. 

If we had something similar for officials of the Saudi Government 
that could, in fact 

Mr. Shays. Do you think that the witness that we heard on tape 
has been terrorized? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Shays. Yeah, so do I. 

I realize you all are in a position where you’re trying to make 
the government policy work the best you can. I realize that you all 
have superiors, and you’re here to testify and give us honest an- 
swers. I think you’ve tried very hard to give us honest answers, but 
I think that we all know we’re kind of playing out something where 
we all can’t quite look at ourselves in the mirror and feel very 
proud. 



201 


And I’ll just say we read a recent article about a young woman 
in Pakistan who was placed under arrest because she was pregnant 
by her brother-in-law, who raped her, and when she complained, 
she was held in prison, her child taken from her because of infidel- 
ity. And I find myself just unable to accept that; and we’re going 
to have some real wrestling to do with some of these kinds of 
issues. 

I see my colleague, Mr. Ose, is back. I need to leave. I don’t know 
if he would like to take the Chair. And I would like to know, before 
I leave, is there any comment that any of you wish we had asked 
that we didn’t ask, anything that you want to put on the record 
that you feel we need to put on the record? 

Yes, Dr. Pipes. 

Mr. Pipes. I’ve had a chance to look up Mr. Ose’s question about 
the Web page. I’ve found the particulars. I had, actually, the wrong 
organization. 

Mr. Shays. What I’m going to do is I’m going to let Mr. Ose sit 
down, and I’m going to stay while you give your answer. 

Mr. Ose [presiding]. Dr. Pipes, continue please. 

Mr. Pipes. It was the American Muslim Council which issued a 
press release on March 10, 2000, titled “AMC Expresses Satisfac- 
tion Over Change in U.S. Advisory on Marriage with Muslims.” 

“The American Muslim Council has expressed satisfaction over 
the positive changes brought about in the U.S. Department of 
State’s Islamic family law brochure,” and it goes on to give the par- 
ticulars. It says that the State Department has removed the hurt- 
ful statements from its Web page that were derogatory and biased 
against Muslims. 

Mr. Ose. Ambassador Crocker or Ms. Andruch, forgive me. Ms. 
Andruch, are you Ambassadorial rank? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. I’m not. 

Mr. Ose. So I’m proper to say Ms. Andruch? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes. 

Mr. Ose. And Ambassador Crocker. Are we, the United States, 
issuing visas to — excuse me. Are we issuing visas to Saudi citizens 
who are not diplomats today? 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ose. How many? 

Ms. Andruch. I’d have to get those numbers for you. 

Mr. Ose. Is it hundreds or tens or thousands or 

Ms. Andruch. Just visas in general to Saudi nationals, hun- 
dreds. 

Mr. Ose. Are we issuing — when a Saudi diplomat comes to the 
United States, we issue that person a diplomatic visa. Is that cor- 
rect? 

Ms. Andruch. That’s correct. 

Mr. Ose. How do we differentiate between those who are issued 
diplomatic visas and those who just get a regular visa? 

Ms. Andruch. We don’t differentiate as far as the process. There 
is a process to check names and a system, a data base, in the 
United States, and a visa issued to that person for their intent — 
for the intent of their travel if there is no derogatory information 
in the system about them. 
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Mr. OsE. How many diplomatic visas have been issued to persons 
from Saudi Arabia? 

Ms. Andruch. I’d have to take that question, but I would say 
that it’s more than the tens. 

Mr. OSE. Is it inordinately high? I mean, is it as many as a coun- 
try like Germany or France or China? I mean, they have a large — 
much larger 

Ms. Andruch. Yeah. I don’t know, sir. I think, though, that be- 
cause we do tend to issue diplomatic passports fairly regularly, I 
think that there are probably — it would be — the country — they 
would certainly compare with a country like Germany. 

Mr. OsE. Does the State Department track — when a diplomatic 
visa is issued, does the State Department track whether or not the 
person actually engages in diplomatic work? 

Ms. Andruch. If a diplomatic visa is issued for someone to work 
in the Embassy or consulate, yes. Very often a diplomatic visa may 
be for — to attend a meeting or something like that, and I’m not — 
I’m not sure that they actually check the attendance of the meet- 
ing. But very often there is State Department involvement in that 
particular meeting, so they would be aware of it. 

Mr. OSE. Who makes the decisions on whether or not to issue 
diplomatic visas for that purpose? 

Ms. Andruch. That would be made at the Embassy by the offi- 
cers there, again with coming back and checking the records in 
Washington, seeking advice, if necessary, depending again on the 
stated purpose of the travel. 

Mr. OsE. So the Gheshayan family could go to the Embassy and 
seek a diplomatic visa, and it would be a judgment call at the Em- 
bassy? 

Ms. Andruch. In that particular case, because we know of them, 
if they came with a diplomatic passport and made applications for 
a visa, they would not be given a visa, because we now have a stat- 
ute that would allow us to deny the visa based on the abduction 
of the child, or their — in the case of the more extended family, as- 
sistance in the abduction or retention of the child. 

Mr. OSE. You’re going to get back to us in terms of the number 
of diplomatic visas issued pursuant to diplomatic passports? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OsE. Eor Saudi citizens in the United States? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OSE. OK. We only have a few more questions. 

I am a little bit curious. Ambassador Horan, how did you handle 
the issuance of diplomatic visas when you were the Ambassador? 

Mr. Horan. I’ve tried to remember. For a long time, the Saudis 
all got diplomatic visas. This goes back to the 1950’s and 1960’s, 
because they seemed to be, most of them, already connected to sort 
of royal-type families. And then the feeling was, they were so unso- 
phisticated, coming to the States, they wanted to have the — what 
they thought was the additional protection of a diplomatic visa. 

In point of fact, the diplomatic visa shouldn’t do anything for you 
at all. It might get you a little bit more courtesy, but it doesn’t en- 
title you to any kind of diplomatic privileges. 

It was sometime — I’m trying to remember. It was toward the end 
of my tour or soon thereafter that the decision was made that this 
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practice of giving diplomatic visas — and to them, it is kind of a 
prestige thing; oh, I’ve got a diplomatic visa. Saudi Arabia was now 
kind of a grown-up country, thousands of students in the States; 
let’s treat them like regular visa applicants. 

But I don’t know when happened. 

Mr. OsE. The students get a regular visa, then? 

Mr. Horan. Students should be getting a regular student visa, 
yes. This is my understanding. 

Mr. OsE. Is that still the case with Saudi students visiting the 
United States, they get a regular visa? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OsE. All right. Is the State Department willing to answer 
some written questions that we would then include in the hearing 
record? 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OsE. We will be submitting those. 

I’m going to ask unanimous consent that the set of exhibits pre- 
pared for this hearing be included in the record, and without objec- 
tion, that’s ordered. 

The record will remain open pending the issuance of the ques- 
tions to the witnesses and the answers having been received. 

We do appreciate the witnesses taking time to come down here. 
This is a very difficult question that we’re struggling with. 

Dr. Pipes, you know, if I give you an opportunity to speak. I’ve 
got to give them all, so Ambassador Horan, here’s your chance to 
offer one last comment. 

Mr. Horan. Not entirely germane, sir, but the State Department 
people do step up in order to help their fellow Americans. Our Dep- 
uty Chief of Mission in Guinea, Conakry, where I was last as a pri- 
vate citizen, there were two Americans that were really being pres- 
sured by the Guinean police. They were really facing some great 
hardships and even dangers. He and his wife took them into their 
house and kept them there for about 6 weeks, fed them until the 
Consul, working with the Guinean foreign ministry, managed to 
get them out, safe and sound. 

So you do 

Mr. OSE. Is that contrary to Guinean law? 

Mr. Horan. Sorry, sir? 

Mr. OSE. Was that contrary to the Guinean law? I can’t imagine 
that being 

Mr. Horan. The Guineans weren’t very happy that the person 
was — these people who were being unjustly accused by Guinean 
law were sitting within the DCM’s, the Deputy Chief of Mission 
residence. 

But, you know, they understood it, and they knew that at least 
they were trying to squeeze these Americans improperly; and that 
the DCM and his wife kept them for going on 2 months. And I 
thought that was, you know, doing the right thing. 

Mr. OsE. Dr. Pipes. 

Mr. Pipes. Sir, at first, two points. First, a small one about the 
visas. 

So far as I know, at this time there still is a Web page on the 
Riyadh Embassy, information about U.S. visa express. This permits 
Saudis and non-Saudi residents — residents, Saudi citizens — resi- 
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dents of Saudi Arabia who are not Saudi citizens, in other words, 
third party — third country. I’m not too good at this language. In 
other words, they can all apply for an expedited visa. 

It’s my understanding in the aftermath of September 11th this 
was shut down. I believe it is still up, and I would hope that you 
would look at it. This means that Saudis and others coming from 
Saudi Arabia can go through the system expedited without even 
showing up, having travel agents do the work. 

Ms. Andruch. No. That has been shut down. 

Mr. Pipes. It’s still there. 

Ms. Andruch. OK. We will look into that, but that is shut down, 
because now there’s a waiting period, as well, for male applicants. 

Mr. Pipes. Do make sure that it’s clear. 

Mr. OSE. Your second point? 

Mr. Pipes. And the second point would be a more general one. 

I think we have a culture here, a culture of obsequiousness that’s 
very distinct to Saudi Arabia and, I think, requires your urgent at- 
tention to think through mechanisms to prevent the Saudi Govern- 
ment, in effect, from preemptively bribing our officials by keeping 
a lure out there for them, just as was done, say, with the insurance 
companies. 

Mr. OSE. Thank you. 

Mr. Bandow. 

Mr. Bandow. Mr. Chairman, I think the Americans murdered 
last September and the Americans currently held in Saudi Arabia 
against their will provide us at least 3,000 reasons for the U.S. 
Government to take a much tougher policy toward Riyadh. It’s time 
to stop treating Saudi Arabia like an indispensable ally and more 
like a regular country, in this case, a totalitarian state which rou- 
tinely has subsidized terrorist theologies and violated basic human 
rights. 

It’s the U.S. Government’s responsibility to its own citizens to 
take a much tougher stance toward this government. 

Thank you. 

Mr. OSE. Ms. Andruch. 

Ms. Andruch. I’d just like to again say that I think, you know — 
unfortunately, you know, employees of the State Department, who 
are public servants in the best cases and, unfortunately, often seen 
as difficult bureaucrats in the worst cases, we don’t have a 
heartectomy when we come to our jobs, and we really do care about 
the work we do and the protection and welfare of American citizens 
being the No. 1 priority. 

So to the extent that we can all work together to allow us to do 
a better job, working within our laws and the laws of the host 
country, we look forward to working with you. Thank you. 

Mr. OsE. Ambassador Crocker. 

Mr. Crocker. Nothing further, sir. 

Mr. OsE. I thank our witnesses for appearing today. We’re ad- 
journed. 

[Whereupon, at 2:21 p.m., the committee was adjourned.] 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Edolphus Towns, the complete 
set of exhibits, and additional information submitted for the hear- 
ing record follow:] 
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STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN ED TOWNS 
Government Reform Committee Hearing 

“Should the United States Do More To Help U.S. Citizens Held Against Their Will in Saudi 
Arabia?” 

June 12, 2002 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman for holding this important hearing. First, I would like to welcome 
our distinguished witnesses— you have suffered more than most people will ever know. I thank 
you for coming and I thank you for sharing the pain and degradation that you have endured to 
no small extent at the hands of your own government. It is my hope that this hearing will assist 
in your efforts to change a misguided US Policy which could be best described as “benign 
neglect”. Our government through the State Department has decided that we must respect the 
sovereignty of nations, yet we do not demand a reciprocal respect. I also would like to thank 
you for your testimony today because your tragic circumstances give us the opportunity to look 
more closely at the relationship between the US and Saudi Arabia as well as the relationship 
between the State Department and US citizens. I also believe that we must get the word out not 
only to rally support to change this absurd policy, but also to prevent others from falling victim 
to similar circumstances. 

The policy of Saudi Arabia towards women is reprehensible. As the US prepared for war in 
Afghanistan in the fall, I think most of us remember the weeks long campaign exposing the 
treatment of women by the Taliban. The treatment of women in Saudi Arabia is no better. The 
Saudi regime’s, policy of refusing to recognize any rights of women does not just impact their 
own country. We are here today because children are stolen out of their broken homes and 
brought to Saudi Arabia to live a life directed by their kidnapper fathers. 

Unfortunately, all of the blame for this situation cannot be left at the doorstep of the Saudis. 
The fact of the matter is that our own government must share in the blame for failing to 
continually recognize the kidnapping by fathers as anything more than a domestic dispute. This 
decision to avoid involvement may protect ambassadors’ tenure but it does not serve the 
interests of the United States. We must stand up as a nation not only when it is safe and 
convenient but also when it is neither safe nor convenient. We must back up our citizens and 
take to task the Saudis and any government that is abusing our citizens. When an American 
citizen is arrested under questionable circumstances our Administration steps forward at the 
highest levels. I hope to hear today why the kidnapping of American citizens is a protected 
right for sovereign nations. I also look forward to hearing why the policy of withholding visas 
of relatives of these kidnappers - a policy which had some success - fell by the wayside with 
the change in US Ambassadors’ to Saudi Arabia. What is the responsibility of the State 
Department to the American people ? If the State Department refuses to advocate for our 
citizens overseas who will ? Why hasn’ t the Administration raised this issue at the highest 
levels to the Saudi regime ? Why does the US stand idly by when it comes to the Saudis 
treatment of women when the situation in Afghanistan so urgent ? What is this policy of 
“benign neglect” doing for the American people ? 

I urge the Administration to take the necessary steps to pressure the Saudis to change these 
policies and stand by American citizens who have broken no laws and committed no crimes, 
but whose only mistake is marrying the wrong person from a country who barely recognizes 
the ex-wife’s existence. 
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Raymond E. Mabus, Jr. 

121 little Creek Road 
RidgeUnd, Mississippi 39157 
Phone: (601) 605-9400 Facsimile: (601) 607-7104 


May 31, 2002 


Committee on Govemmcait Reform 
2157 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, 0C 20515 

VIA FACSIMILE: 202-225-3974 

Dear Chairman Dan Burton: 

I am writing coiu^erniiig Pat Roush's efforts to regain custody of her two children from 
her ex-husband in Saudi Arabia. I was tlie United States Ambassador to the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia from 1994 to 1996. 

As I understand the facts in this case, Roush met her husband Khalid al-Gheshayan 
while he was in the United St^s studying. They were married in the United States, had two 
daughters in the United States and were divorced in the United Stales. As part of the divorce 
decree Pat was given custody and her ex-husband was given visitation rights. In 1986, when 
the girls were seven and thrwi, Mr. Gheshayan, in vioiadon of the United States court order, 
during one of his visitations, i{idna(^>ed the girls and took them to Saudi Arabia. 

Since then, Pat Rousiijhas seen her daughters only once and that was for only one hour 
during a visit she made while I was Ambassador which I and the Embassy helped arrange. Ihe 
girls are now twenty-three and nineteen. The older daughter has been married to someone by 
her father. 

This case has always teemed to rue to be about American laws and not Saudi laws or 
customs. Mr. Gheshayan vo uncarily put himself under American jurisdiction when he came 
here to study. He was marrisd under American law; he was divorced under American law. 
The two girls are American cimens. He violated an American court order when he took them 
to Saudi Arabia. iTus is ab^ut protecting American citizens and the orders of an Aincrican 
court. 

When Ms. Rou^ asked me for help, I did all that I could to secure lier daughters’ 
return to her since I believed t lat this is an inportant part of what an Ambassador should do. I 
raised this case at every level of the Saudi government includiDg the Foreign Minister. At no 
time did I fee! or was told tlmt raising this issue in any way harmed or interfered with the 
United States-Saudi Arabia bilateral rclationslup. On the contrary, tlie Saudi officials with 
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whom I raised this issue were linterested and ^ipfol and tried to ifind a solttfion. In fact, due to 
my raising this issue, the roreign Ministry sent a Diplcwnadc Note which said that they 
endorsed a compromise wljich the girls would return to the United States in the summer and 
live in Saudi Arabia during tljie school year with the United States court order being adjusted 
accordingly. 

Nothing that our eitobaasy or the Saudi government did, however, moved Mr. 
Gheshayan one bit. The one time I met witli him in the office of a ranking Saudi official, Mr. 
Gheshayan was incredibly rude to both the Saudi official and to me. 

One tactic did get Mrl Gheshayaii's att^tioo. Since Saudi’s usually have close ties to 
their extended families, I sin ply said that any Saudi with the same last name would not be 
issued a visa to visit the United States urail Mr. Gheshayan returned the two ^rls. Visas are a 
privilege and not a right, and an excqrtioa to this was made in the case of healdi issues. Mr. 
Gheshayan called the Embass; ’ several times saying diat Ws family was putting pressure on him 
to return the children and that this was not fair. However, about two months after 
implementing this policy, I re ligned as Ambassador and returned home as I had planned to do, 
I understand that the policy w is not continued by the next Ambassador and Mr. Gheshayan has 
continued to reftise to return the girls or even allow Ms. Roush to visit. 

While a case like this may not seem to be a big policy issue, it is everything to the 
people involved. I believe tliat one of the main jobs of the American government is to protect 
American citizens and to upheld American law. I have read that an unclassified cable sent from 
the State Department to our Embassy in Riyadh, presumably after my tenure, instructed our 
embassy to remain “impartial.” How our government remain impartial when two 
American citizens were tal^ and are bdng held in violation of our laws? Is this not exactly 
the type of situation where our government should be active and involved in trying to get them 
returned to their legal custodiin, their mother? 

I believe that this ca^ and others like it should be raised by the very highest levels of 
our government to the very highest levels of the Saudi govemmeni. 1 have read that President 
Bush baa raised the case of ^ American young woman in jail in South America after her 
conviction for pro-terrorist ackvities with the President of the country where she is being held. 
Surely this case where American laws were broken and two American girls are being kept from 
their mother and their home deserves the same action. 


1 do not for one i 


relationship with Saudi Arab 
American government should 


mte believe that this would in any way threaten or harm our 
a. Allies can and do raise issues like this all the time. The 



rem/sf 
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Child Custody and U.S. Citizen Departure Cases 
Saudi Arabia 


RIYADH 

1) Roush - Parental Child Abduction (1986) 

Children: Alia Al-Gheshayan 
Aisha Al-Gheshayan 

History: Abducted by the Saudi parent when they were 4 and 6 years old. Now both daughters are 
over 18 years. Since abduction took place, they were never permitted to leave Saudi Arabia. (We 
are uncertain as to whether they have desire to dq)art Saudi Arabia.) The Embassy has been 
involved in this case since it began in 1986. Both young wom«i are living in Saudi Arabia as Saudi 
citizens. They are considered Saudi only under Saudi law as tlie children of a male Saudi citizen. 


2) Al-Sbalhoob - Parental Child Abduction (1997) 

Child: Yasmeen Al-Shalhoob 

History: Yasmeen was abducted by her Saudi father in early 1997. She escaped back to the U.S. in 
late 1998. 


3 ) 


- Parental Child Abduction (1994) 


ChUd: 


History: Abducted in 1994 by her Lebanese father, Nimat resided with her 

father in Riyadh until he decided to send her to his sister in Sidon, Lebanon because the Embassy 
pressured him to let the mother see the daughter on regular basis. The State Department revoked the*^ 
fatlier’s U.S. passport. ! ' - 


4 ) 


Adult U.S. Citizen with chUdren unable to leave 


Adult Involved: 


History: married to a Saudi citizen. Although she i.s apparently free to leave the 

Kingdom by herself, her husband will not pennit her to take lltc children. No recent action on the 
case by the Slate Department. 


EXHIBIT 

2 
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5) Stowers - Adult U.S. Citizen with children unable to leave (1997) 

Adult Involved: Monica Stowers 

History : Ms. Stowers went to Saudi Arabia to visit her son and daughter (Rasheed and Amjad 
Radwan) 5 years ago. Although Ms. Stowers is apparently free to leave the Kingdom on her own, 
her children’s father will not allow her to take the children. She sought employment and has stayed 
by her children in Riyadh. No recent action on the case by the State Department. 


6 ) 


Adult U.S. Citizen with children able to leave 


Adult Involved: 


History : has five children in current marriage with her Saudi husband and three from a 

previous marriage. Only the children from the previous marriage were permitted to leave Saudi 
Arabia. She is still married to her Saudi husband and lives in Riyadh, apparently is free to leave the 
Kingdom on her own. No recent action on the case by the State Department. 


7) fBft ~ Parental Child Abduction (1997) 

chUd: 

History : Abducted by Romanian-Ainerican mother, The State Department revoked 

the mother's U.S. pa.sspoTt and Saudi authorities subsequently deported her to Romania with her 
son. They then moved to the United Arab Emirates. Mother has refused welfare/whereabouts 
visits. Efforts underway to try to return mother and child to the U.S. 


8) 1— fc > Parental Child Abduedoo (1998) 

Child: 

History: The Saudi father abducted his daughter, from the U.S. to live in Riyadh. TTiey 

subsequently moved to Dhahran. Embassy lias conducted welfare/whcrcabouts visit to ascertain the 
child's well being. Embassy and Department are pressing for permission for the mother to visit her 
children in the Kingdom. 
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9) 


Parental Child Abduction (ZOOl) 


Children: 



History : Syrian mother took the children to Riyadh. Legal custody of the children is still being 
contested in Texas. Embassy has made several contacts with (he mother and a welfare and 
whereabouts visit to tlie children. 


10) jMWWifc - Adult U.S. Citi/en with cbildrea unable to leave 
Adult Involved: 

History: Althou^ possibly free to leave the Kingdom on her own, MMHBimilllk was not allowed 
by her husband to take her tliree children. In 200 1 she smuggled herself and her children across the 
border to Yemen. Embassy Sanaa assisted her in departing Yemen for the U.S. witli her cliildrcn. 

^1) 9SSSL ~ Adult U.S. citizen with child unable to leave 

Adult Involved: tHHpilpMBii^ 

History: It is not certain whether was legally able to leave the Kingdom, with or 

without her son. She was eventually able to escape with her son via Bahrain. 


JEDDAH 
12 ) \ 
Children 


History : Children abducted to Saudi Arabia in 1992. Mother made first contact with Consulate in 
October 1994. Last welfare and whereabouts visit conducted in November 1999. 'fhe most recent 
request for a w/w was made in September 2000 and denied by the father. He informed Coasulate that 
the mother's sporadic attempts at contact made a (fohsular visit less than meaningful. 


Parental Child Abduction (1992) 
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13) - Both Adult U.S. Citizen and Children Unable to Leave 


Adult Involved: 
Children: 



History : Mother and children denied exit. Family resides in Jeddah. SHlMHIIItclcphoned and 
visited the Consulate on several occasions after S^tember 1 1 . She claims that these tragic events 
have caused her husband to view her as an enemy against Islam. Although she is employed at a local 
school, is forbidden to participate in most functions outside the home. According to 

her marriage has been abusive for many years, including beatings, a broken arm several years 
ago, and threats against her life. She and the children were allowed exit in recent years, but much to 
her regret, she returned to the Kingdom. hopes to return to the U.S. from a third country. 

Her husband is employed with Saudi Airlines and she believes she and the children will be traveling 
in the future. 


~ Parental Child Abduction (2000) 

Children: 


History : Children abducted by the father in September 2000. The left-behind parent, MBPL 
WHW, apparently has both Saudi and U.S. citizenship. She was granted a divorce in an Indiana 
court but, as a Saudi citizen, her U.S. divorce is not recognized in Saudi Arabia. The abducting 
parent, 4MMMIHmi|||khled a crimes-against-lslam charge against for having a 

child out of wedlock. If SHMjpHIHk attempts to enter Saudi Arabia, which she can as a Saudi 
citizen, she will (1) require her ex-husband’s permission to depart the country, if her husband has not 
obtained a divorce in Sharia court, and (2) could face the death penalty for apostasy. Consulate has 
denied welfare and whereabouts visits. The Saudi Government has never responded to diplomatic 
notes concerning this case. Consulate plans another request for a welfare and whereabouts visit in tlie 
near future. 


15) —I - Parental Child Abduefioa (1998) 

Child: IpM 

History : Abducted in July 1 998 by Jordanian/American father. Last contact with IMi directly was 
in spring 200 1 . Tliis visit wa.s discovered by a friend of his father's during a visit to the Consulate. 
Tlie father was very upset, and confronted Contrary to his initial plan, chose not to 
depart for the U.S. from Jordan while on summer vacation. He says his father promised to send him 
to the U.S. for university studies the following year. Thus, decided to complete high school in 
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Saudi Arabia. As a non-Saudi male, must dqiart the Kingdom upon completion of high school 

if he is to further his education. To remain in the Kingdom, he will need the sponsorship of an 
employer. Non-Saudi adult males cannot remain in the Kingdom under their father’s sponsorship. 


16) 


Parental Child Retention 


(1988) 


Children: 


History : Children visited their father in Saudi Arabia in 1988, and were retained. Tlie left-behind 
mother was able to exchange a letter with^MMlin 1997, at which time her ex-husband demanded 
that she stop contacting the children directly. the children's mother, agreed, in 

exchange forVHHPMft promise of regular updates that ceased in 1999. Consulate received first 
request for a visit in April 2001, but the father refuses to allow any contact with the children, and 
asked that we stop interfering in his private life. 


17 ) 

ChUd: 


Parental Child Abduction (2001) 


History : Child was abducted from Dubai by her Brazilian-American father and now resides with her 
grandparents in Jeddah. The lefi-bchind mother, still resides in Dubai. tKKBttk 

speaks to her daughter weekly, but declined an offer by the father's family of a financial settlement, 
sponsorship for Saudi residency. (This sponsorship with a maximum validity exit^re-entry would 
have allowed to enter and exit the Kingdom freely, an unheard of offer in child custody 
disputes.). Welfare and whereabouts visits not requested since mother is aware she can enter KSA 
when she chooses, but has not done so. Last contact with^SMMiwas in December 2001 when she 
was considering a trip to Jeddah. It is uncertain if she entered KSA, as she did not want the father's 
family to sponsor her, only the Consulate (which is not allowed to) and she wanted no contact with 
the father's family. 



Parental Child Retention 


(1995) 


History : In 1 995 divorce proceedings, parents shared joint custody, with primary physical custody 
awarded to the father. The father returned to Saudi Arabia in 1995, and retained the children there 
when they visited him for Christmas. The mother remained in regular phone contact with the 
children until 1996. Consulate made a welfare and whereabouts visit in 1996. No further contact 
with the children or the left-behind parent since then. 
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19) 


I - Parental Access and Denial of Exit 


(1998) 


Adult Involved: 


Children: 



History : The children may be living in Saudi Arabia with the consent of the mother; at one point four 
other children from this marriage resided with the mother in the U.S., though they have all now 
returned to the Kingdom. In 1 998, ftIHBNIcame to the Kingdom to visit the above two 
children; her return to the U.S. was delayed when her husband delayed getting her an exit visa. She 
eventually left the Kingdom, but returned at some point. She informed the Consulate in April 2002 
that she was now living in Jeddah and fighting efforts by her husband to divorce and deport her. 


20) (fWWWBBl - Parental Child Custody and Retention (1994) 

Child: MMMHanVI 

History : The child's mother, departed Saudi Arabia in i 994 accompanied by 

her second Saudi husband, after he was released from a Saudi prison. gave her son to 

her ex-husband at the request of Saudi authorities, who threatened to remove the child from the home. 
Ambassador Mabus raised the issue with the Deputy Interior Minister and the Foreign Minister in 
1994. Saudi officials saw the case as a custody issue under the jurisdiction of the Saudi courts. MB 
continues to reside in Saudi Arabia with his father who refuses to allow him to travel. Last contact 
by the Consulate was January 1 997. 


21 ) 


Adult U.S. Citizen and Children Unable to Travel (1993) 


Adult Involved: 


Children: 



IfllHnMlalleged to the Consulate in 1993 that her husband would not let her and their children 
leave the Kingdom. Later in the year her husband changed his mind and her 

children left, only to return sometime (hereafter. Consular officers last saw MBHHfllVin the 
Consulate in 2000; she has not made any complaints or requests for assistance since 1993. 


22 ) 


Parental Child Abduction 


(1995) 


Children: 
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History : Although the children were abducted in 1995, the left-behind mother first contacted the 
Consulate for assistance in 200 1 . no contact with her three children for several 

years and had never before requested a visit. When contacted by the Consulate, the abducting father 
was very cooperative, allowed conununication between children and mother, and provided contact 
infonnation. The father later telephoned the Consulate when the childr^ had not heard from their 
mother in awhile. was informed and promised to make contact with her children, and 

we believe that has taken place. 


23) 


1 - Adult U.S. Citizen Unable to Travel and 
Parental Child Retention 


(1990) 


Adult Involved: 


Children: and four siblings now over 1 8 years of age 

History: Mother and eldest daughter eventually allowed exit sometime in 1993. Two sons currently 
in the US at university. The two youngest children, and ]■■■! were allowed to visit their 

mother for the first time in 2000. Welfare and whereabouts visit granted without difficulty with 
and MflBlin February 2002. 


IMMMHlived in KSA in 1979, and from 1983*1986. From 1986 through 1988, she and the 
children resided in Oregon with her parents, while MHHHHretumed to Jeddah. In 1988, she 
reconciled with her husband, a manager with Saudia Airlines, and relumed to Jeddah. Mother and 
eldest daughter departed Saudi Arabia at some point after April 1993. •■■■■ filed for divorce in 
the U.S. in February 1996. 


Between 1988 and their departure in 1993,#Hi^JW and her eldest daughter endured physical 
abuse (evidenced by photographs) and mental abuse. Her daughter was incarcerated in Mecca for 
several days in solitary confinement for misbehaving, and was allegedly sexually abused in 1992 
while on a business trip with her father to London by her father’s friend. According to the daughter, 
the father was present during the rape. Although the Consulate offered to go to authorities, ttM 
MM declined assistance. When IMMMl and her daughter were finally allowed to depart, four 
other children remained in the Kingdom. Last contact was in February 2002, when MMBhnd 
MHM (■■■■i having granted a Privacy Act Waiver for her mother) visited the Consulate for a 
welfare and whereabouts visit. Two other siblings attend university in the US. 


24) 


- Child Custody 


Children: 
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History : Mother granted exit visa; children denied. During summer of 1998, •■■■■■I returned to 
the U.S. leaving her three children behind in Saudi Arabia. MIHHHHmarriage began to 
disintegrate and she admits to an affair with another Saudi man. As far as we arc aware, 
is still married to her husband. Last contact by was made in December 1999,at which 

time the consular section also spoke withWBfc Consulate Casablanca contacted •■■HI® and the 
children in August 2000 when all four were visiting Morocco. reported that she had 

retained an attorney. Post has no further infonnation on the children, and no requests for welfare and 
whereabouts have been received. 



( 1992 ) 


History : The children’s mother,^ 


was offered an exit visa, along 
with the youngest child, in February 2002. Two remaining children were denied exit. Consequently, 
" “I chose to remain in Saudi Arabia. 


Active case since May 1992. Alleged continued physical and menial abuse. was able 

to depart Saudi Arabia with her child in 1995, only to reconcile with her husband and returned to the 
Kingdom shortly thereafter. She attempted to flee in February 2000 at a cost of $ 1 5,000 to her U.S. 
family members. She remained missing in Jeddah for 45 days, but eventually was forced to return to 
her husband. Consulate was not informed of her plan, but was advised that the $ 1 5,000 was not 
recovered. In August 2001, MHMI^BMlanticipated traveling on vacation with her husband and 
three children to a third country and planned to flee with the children from there. The Department 
arranged with her parents to have funds available at the US Consulate in the third country to pay 
airfare and the three children. Consulate Jeddah visited at home 

and there manufactured and issued a passport for the youngest child. However, the vacation failed to 
materialized. Consulate Jeddah last had contact with in February 2002. At that time, 

she informed the Consulate that she turned down her husband's offer to depart the Kingdom with the 
youngest child, MM, as she couldn't bear to leave the other two children behind. JMHMmMMII 
parents requested, and received, a refund for the money they had deposited in trust for her at the 
consulate in tlie third country. 


26) 


Child Custody and Parental Access 


(1994) 


Children; 
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History : Tlic children's mother, has Saudi nationality and may enter the Kingdom 
freely. However, since she was not divorced in Sharia court, she is still legally married to her 
husband and would need his permission to leave the Kingdom. Cliildren denied exit. Consulate 
requests for welfare and whereabouts visits have been denied. 

sent her children to live with the father in Saudi Arabia mid-1994. On two occasions, 
prior to 1 996, post passed information to the mother concerning the children. At that time, tlie 
mother spoke occasionally with tlie children by telephone. Last contact was with the school in June 
1997. The father does not allow contact between the Consulate and the children and/or their schools. 


27) Parental Child Abduction (1996) 

Child: 

History : The left-behind father, is a Muslim male and may therefore enter Saudi 

Arabia on an Umrah visa. The mother, who took the child to the Kingdom in 1996, has sole custody 
by a U.S. court order. Welfare and whereabouts visits arc conducted regularly by the Consulate. Last 
visit was February 2002. 


28) Adult U.S. Citizen and Children Unable to Leave (1999) 

Adult Involved: 


Children: 



History : first contacted (lie Consulate in October 1 999 after her husband allegedly 

beat and choked her. She was seeking our assistance in departing the country with her seven 
children. She was informed of our inability to secure exit visas and advised to go to the authorities; 
however, she declined to do so. reside in Abha. Consulate has not heard from 

since 1999. 


30) 


Parental Child Abduction 


(1994) 


Children: 



History : Children abducted in 1994. Consulate conducted regular welfare and whereabouts visits 
1995-1997. According to the grandfather, mother maintained regular contact via telephone with the 
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children until mid-2001 when they were unable to reach her. The grandfather contacted the 
Consulate in January 2002 seeking our assistance in locating tlie cliiidren’s mother. Cliildren have 
resumed contact with their mother and a Consulate welfare and whereabouts visit will be conducted 
later this year. 



History : Children visited their motlier in tlie Kingdom in May 2001 , but mother reftised to let them 
leave. Children contacted the Consulate in November 2001. Shortly after the Consulate contacted 
the mother, the children were allowed to return to Jordan, where they were residing. 


1 - Adult U.S. Citizen Unable to Leave (2000) 


Adult Involved: 
ChUd: 


History : St ate D epartment received a welfare and whereabouts request in 2000 from the sister of 

The fam ily was concerned for her well-being as she was not allowed to depart the . 
country. sister was unable to provide telephone number or address, but was in email 

contact with h er. Eventually, she was identified in the consulate’s Amcit registration system as VHb 
However, the consular section was unable to reach (VP 

) at the telephone number listed. No fiirthcr requests for assistance were received from^W 
"V sister. 


' Children Unable to Leave 


Children: 



(1997) 


History. The children's mother, fled from her abusive husband and eldest son in 

September 1997 via Pakistan. Her husband allegedly insisted she undergo an exorcism from a Sheikh 
in Lahore, during which time she fled with assistance from the Consulate in Lahore. She left six 
children behind. No requests for welfare and whereabouts visits to the children received. The 
children reside inYanbu with their father, an engineer for Saudi Arama). 
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PHAHRAN: 

34) Adult U.S. Citizen with children unable to leave (2001) 

Children: eight children, age 11 — 23. 

History: Requested Consulate’s assistance in returning to the U.S. or obtaining separate housing 
with o ne of he r sons. Consulate requested and received peimission from government authorities to 
allow live by herself while pursuing divorce. Consulate arranged witli local civic groups 

to pay for her lodging, food, and other needs. After more than two months of wrangling with her 
husband and older children concerning divorce, she decided to leave. Consulate requested the 
government to allow her to leave. She received exit visa and left in December, 2001 and is currently 
in the U.S. 


Adult U.S. citizen, no request to leave (2001) 

History: Wished to stay in Saudi Arabia to be close to her children and remain in job as teacher. She 
had problems obtaining a divorce and change of sponsorship to the school where she worked. 
Consulate requested and received permission from Emirate forVBH^to live separately and alone, 
away from her abusive husband. Consulate worked with her and kept her case before the Emirate in 
her court battle to obtain divorce. After about a year, ffHHMinally was able to obtain divorce and 
her change of sponsorship. Currently working and living alone in Saudi Arabia. 


36) Parental Child Abduction (1985) 

Child; 

Ristory: In June 1985 fl^lH^Pitook WVito visit in KSA and kept him. visited 

the child regularly between 1986 - 1995 and reported she was content with the arrangement. In 1995, 
the father complained to the Consulate about the time involved in transmitting his no-objection letter 
to the Saudi Embassy in Washington, to allow for visa issuance. It became so time-consuming that 

to London, where Saudi Ambassador^BHi^liauthonzed visas to her and 
her mother on the basis of VBHMIpBl fax. 


37) IWMIi^ - Adult U.S. Citizen with children unable to leave (1981)/parental child 
abduction 


Children; 
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History: VHH initially took the children to the U.S. 1981, via Kuwait with the assistance of the 
Embassy. In September 1981, her husband traveled to the US, abducted the children and brought 
them back to Dhahran. Following a 1982 divorcc,#MBHlretumed to Saudi Arabia in 1983 to work 
as an engineer with a company. Soon thereafter, she was jailed for alleged fraudulent entry into 
KSA, but the charges were dropped. Saudi courts eventually allowed her visitation rights. She 
remained in KSA until 1984. Her ex-spouse was to pay the cost of his former wife’s expenses to visit 
the children every two years or so. Post conducted several visits to HHMIkand On 

December 4, 1 996 MHSliand ®B^visited the Consulate. They both stressed their desire that 
IHliB^should contact them directly at home. 


38) JW— Parental Child Abduction (1996) 

ChUd: 

History : Father abducted MMifrom Little Rock, AR in February 1996. The child’s U.S. family 
requested visits, which the Consulate has carried out regularly following appeals to the government. 
In 1999, a long-running child custody dispute culminated in the first direct contact between the 
mother and her son and ex-husband. She was allowed a visa to attend the custody hearings, which 
she lost. During the past year, m^’s American family was succcsssfiil in obtaining limited 
visitation rights to ^HMAby a Saudi court. In January 2002, post learned that the mother, father, and 
Saudi grandmother are negotiating to have visit the US over the summer. 


39) 
Child: I 


- U.S. rainor unable to leave (1992) 


History: mother sent him to visit his Saudi father in 1992, and the father refused to allow 

the boy to return to the U.S. The Consulate visited with as he was growing up, in the 

company of his Saudi relatives. In the past two years, MHIkk has begun visiting the Consulate 
himself. He obtained a U.S. passport, which he a sked the Consul to keep. His mother sent him 
money through the Department during this time. iHfllidrew several installments until the fund 
was finished. When he drew out the last installment, he said he and his father might have worked out 
a deal in which he would be allowed to visit the U.S. for the summer, returning to school in Saudi 
Arabia in the fall. However, post has not heard how plans have progressed. At the age of twenty- 
one, IHilllishould be able to obtain bis own Saudi passport and travel abroad if he wishes. He has 
not requested his U.S. passport. 


40) 


Adult U.S. Citizen, children unable to leave (1996) 


Children: 
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History : Mother first contacted Consulate in 1996 to report abuse. Asked for assistance in leaving 
without her children. Post worked with motha: to provide passports for her and children, and 
arranged for a repatriation loan. Spouse signed the required documents for her exit permit, and gave 
her a letter saying she can visit the children any time, but daughter, then 1 2, threatened suicide if 
motlier departed. After arranging for some counseling at Aramco, mother was finally repatriated in 
April, 1996. Files do not indicate current ^atus of children, but their U.S. passports were given to the 
Consulate for safekeeping and ranain in Consul’s safe. Post has no record of any requests for visits 
to the children. 


41) 


- U.S. citizen minors unable to return (1994) 


Children: 



History: Mother initially took all four children to the U.S. in 1994 and did not return. In 1996, 
Consul learned that, having been granted custody, the mother had sent two children to KSA to visit, 
and the father had kept them. Consulate officials met father and children twice (1996 and 1999). 


~ Parental Child Abduction (1994) 


History: Department notified post in October 1994 of mother’s claim that children had been abducted 
in 1 992. When contacted, father claimed he had taken the children to KSA with the mother’s 
consent. Consul visited the children at their home on the ARAMCO Dhahran compound on 20 
November 1 994. Father agreed to future consular visits at any time. The mother requested a visit in 
May 1996, but only gave her last name, delaying the process. Consul visited the children at their 
home on the ARAMCO compound in September 1996. 

Adult U.S. citizen and children unable to leave (1995) 

Children: Six, names not provided 

History: Post notified in 1995 that mother was being kept in the family home and experiencing 
abuse. No record of contact with die mother after June 1996. 

Adult U.S. Citizen with children, unable to leave (1995) 

ChUd: Sukaynah 

History : Mother requested Consulate assistance in leaving witli her daughter in October 1 995, citing 
abuse by her spouse. Consulate worked with mother’s family in U.S. to arrange for a message 
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and child departed KSA but 
leave (1998) 



urging mother to return home due to a family emergency. Mother 
returned in January 1 998. 

45) Adult U.S. Citizen and children unable to 


History: Post notified in 1998 that mother, a resident of KSA since 1984, was experiencing abuse. 
Post conducted a welfare/whereabouts check and maintained contact with mother for the next six 
months. Mother and four children departed for the U.S. in August 1 998. 


46) 


- Adult U.S. Citizen and children unable to leave (2001) 


Children: 4 


Historv: Mother informed Consulate in December 2001 of her husband’s intent to keep their two 
youngest children following a visit to KSA. Mother was estranged fi-om her husband at the time, but 
had visited previously without problems. (Another a teenager and 

has chosen to live with his father.) Mother allowed4l0 to decide for herself about remaining in 
KSA, but wanted^l to return to the U.S. The boy has remained in KSA, and the mother has visited 
him. Her last visit, to post’s knowledge, took place in March 2002. 
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7) 


Child Custody and Parental Access 


(1994) 


Children: 



18 years of age) 


8 ) 


Adult U.S. Citizen and Children Unable to Leave 


(1999) 


Adult Involved: 


Children: 


Kover 1 8 years of age) 
"Hover 1 8 years of age) 
Hover 18 years of age) 



9) 


Parental Child Retention 


(1992) 


Children: 1 S years of age) 

i0HiHMHHHHMV(over 1 8 years of age) 

(and two siblings also over 1 8 years of age 


10) 


- Children Unable to Leave 


(1997) 


Children: 



DHAHRAN; 

11) Mifr- Adult U.S. Citizen with children unable to leave (2001) 
Children: eight children, age 11 - 23. 
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1 WKStSU^ Parental Child Abduction (1985) 
Child: (ovc^ 18 years of age) 


abduction 
Children: 41 


- Adult U,S. Citizen with children unable to leave (1981)/parental child 


■pl^(over 18 years of age) 
l^(over 1 8 years of age) 


14) ] 

Child:! 


>- U.S, minor unable to leave (1992) 
B■M■■■H■BP(ove^ 18 years of age) 


15) 
Children: 


' Adult U.S. Citizen, children unable to leave (1996) 
■■■■■^over 1 8 years of age) 


16) Parental Child Abduction (1994) 

Children: J|IVHHHHIi^(ovcr 18 years of age) 
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Response to Questions on the Cases of Stowers/Radwan and Al-Shalhoob/Davis 


1. Case of Stowers/Radwan: Ms. Stowers and Mr. Radwan met and married in Texas, 
where both their children were also bom. After finishing school, Mr. Radwan returned to 
Saudi Arabia, where he obtained permission for his femily to come and live with him. In 
1985, after problems developed, Ms. Stowers told h«‘ husband she wanted to leave Saudi 
Arabia with her children. She actually filed for custody in Saudi Arabia, but lost her 
case. At some point thereafter, Ms. Stowers departed for the U.S. 

Monica Stowers returned to went to Saudi Arabia in November 1990 to visit her children. 
Embassy Riyadh facilitated issuance of her Saudi visa, met her at the airport, and, when 
she rejected the hotel accommodations made for her, took her to an in-law's house. She 
subsequently visited the Embassy twice and also called to discuss her case. At 9 a.m. on 
December 8, 1990, Ms. Stowers arrived at the Embassy with her luggage and her two 
children, Amjad and Rasheed. They were admitted to the Consular Section, whereupon 
Ms. Stowers demanded that something be done about her children’s situation, alleging 
that they were abused by their stepmother. 

The Consul General (CG) called the children’s father, Nizar Radwan, to discuss the 
situation and request that Mr. Radwan consider letting his children return to the U.S. 

Mr. Radwan replied that he would let Rasheed depart, but not Amjad. Among other 
things, Mr. Radwan suggested that the U.S. was not a fit place to raise a young girl. 

The CG told Mr. Radwan that she was considering raising the treatment of the children 
with the Deputy Governor of Riyadh. Mr. Radwan became upset, claimed he had 
spoken to his wife (the stepmother) about the abuse of Amjad, and asked for one week; if 
the situation did not improve for Amjad, her would place the children with their 
grandmother and provide funds for them. When Ms. Stowers said she did not believe his 
promise, he offered to sign a written guarantee. He later offered to let the children live 
with Ms. Stowers, in Saudi Arabia. In several phone calls throughout the day, Mr. 
Radwan told the CG and Ms. Stowers that he willing to "do anything" except allow his 
daughter to leave the Kingdom. He also gave assurances that he would not retaliate 
against Ms. Stowers. 

Ms. Stowers subsequently demanded to speak with the Ambassador, who was 
unavailable, and the King, which was impossible. The CG agreed to try to get an 
appointment for Ms. Stowers and an Embassy representative with the Governor or 
Deputy Governor of Riyadh, but also stressed that Ms. Stowers and her children could 
not remain in the Embassy. The Deputy Governor's office was closed for the day (it 
was now about 3 p.m.), but the CG promised she would call again in the morning to make 
an appointment. 

Ms. Stowers refused to believe she could not remain in the Embassy. She demanded a 
written guarantee from the CG that she would not be in danger if she left the Embassy, 


EXHIBIT 

4 







226 


which the CG could not provide, althou^ the CG did point out that Mr. Radwan knew 
that the Embassy was involved and ready to go to the Deputy Governor if necessary to 
protect Ms. Stowers and her children. 

Finally, at about 7 p.m., after consultations between the CG and the Embassy Front 
Office, Marine Security Guards (MSGs) were asked to remove Ms. Stowers and her 
children fi-om the premises. One MSG picked up Amjad, carried her about three yards, 
and placed her outside the consular waiting room. Ms. Stowers and Rasheed followed. 
They were then driven to the grandmother's house in an Embassy car. The next 
morning, the Embassy verified that Ms. Stowers and her children were safe. Ms. 

Stowers declined the Embassy's offer to arrange a visit with the Deputy Governor of 
Riyadh, and said she was now willing to talk with h^ husband. She said she might 
accept his written guarantees to allow Rasheed to travel to the U.S. and for her to visit 
Amjad in the Kingdom each summer. 

FoUow-up: Subsequent reporting on ft)is case indicates that Rasheed eventually left for 
the U.S. and then returned to the Kingdom. Amjad was married under Sharia law to a 
Saudi citizen, but ran away to her mother before she began living with her husband and is 
apparently no longer married to him. Ms. Stowers continues to live in the Kingdom, 
reportedly under the sponsorship of a Saudi princess. She and her two children visited 
Embassy Riyadh on April 1 6. They are presently living together in Riyadh and they 
have regular contact with Mr. Radwan. In economic and health terms they are doing 
well, although Ms. Stowers had some health problems last year. Nevertheless, they 
made it clear on April 16 that, were Amjad allowed to travel, they would prefer to return 
to the U.S. 


2 . Caseof Al-Shalhoob/Davis: There is little additional information in our files to add 
to the Committee staffs understanding of the case. The Consul General (CG) and at 
least two other consular officers were involved in this case. Ms. Davis apparently did 
meet with consular officers to discuss her case; those officers carefully explained to her 
the limitations on the Embassy's ability to help her child depart the Kingdom if her Saudi 
father would not give his permission. As a side note, although the Embassy was not 
involved in the Saudi child's departure, we understand that the Saudi Government almost 
declared the CG persona non grata because of a belief that he had arranged for the girl to 
leave the Kingdom on a military flight. The Saudis have apparently never accepted our 
denial of USG involvement. 
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International Parental Child Abduction 
(The ten countries with the largest number of open cases) 

i^proximate Number 


Country 

of Open Cases 

United Kingdom/lreland 

170-180 

Mexico 

160-170 

Germany 

40-50 

Canada 

30-35 

Jordan 

30-35 

Saudi Arabia 

25-30 

Lebanon 

25-30 

Philippines 

25-30 

Egypt 

15-20 

Israel 

15-20 


Note: Cases involving countries that are party to The 

Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects of International 
Child Abduction generally are much more quickly and 
satisfactorily resolved than cases involving countries that 
are not party to The Hague Convention. 
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International Parental Child Abduction 

Saudi Ajrabia and Others Countries 
with a Significant Workload 


Countiry 

Active Cases 

Inactive/Closed Cases 

Total 

Mexico 

167 


302 

469 

Germany 

45 


169 

214 

U. K, /Ireland 

173 


14 

187 

Canada 

32 


114 

146 

Israel 

15 


100 

115 

Jordan 

30 


46 

76 

Philippines 

25 


51 

76 

Lebanon 

26 


40 

65 

Saudi Arabia 

28 


31 

59 

Egypt 

18 


13 

31 

Coosnent; Totals for "active” cases often include 
"preliminary" cases, in which an abduction may have been 
confirmed but the left-behind parent has not yet taken 
necessary steps to recover the child. "Inactive” totals 

may include both returns and cases in which the left-behind 
parent has stopped working or communicating with the 


Department . 
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WHILE ALL INTERNATIONAL PARENTAL CHILD 7H3DUCTION CASES 
ARE UNIQUE, FOUR ACTIVE SAUDI CASES HAVE STRIKING 
SIMILARITIES TO THAT OF ALIA AND AISHA 7U.-GHESHEYAN . 

CASE A: A FIVE- YEAR-OLD GIRL WAS ABDUCTED BY HER SAUDI 
FATHER IN AUGUST 19 97 FOLLOWING A COURT-ORDERED VISITATION. 
STATE, FEDERAL AND INTERPOL ARREST WARRANTS WERE ISSUED FOR 
THE FATHER, AND HE WAS ENTERED INTO OUR VISA DATA BASE AS 
INELIGIBLE FOR A VISA. U.S. CONSULAR OFFICERS IN SAUDI 
ARABIA HAVE VISITED THE GIRL TWICE SINCE HER ABDUCTION AND 
ARE ATTEMPTING TO FACILITATE A VISIT BY HER AMERICAN 
CITIZEN MOTHER. 

CASE B: A FIVE- YEAR-OLD BOY WAS ABDUCTED BY HIS SAUDI 
FATHER IN FEBRUARY 1996 FOLLOWING A COURT-ORDERED 
VISITATION. STATE AND FEDERAL ARREST WARRANTS WERE ISSUED 
AND THE STATE DEPARTMENT LISTED THE FATHER AS INELIGIBLE 
FOR A U.S. VISA. IN DECEMBER 1997 OUR EMBASSY IN RIYADH 
FORMALLY REQUESTED THE FATHER'S RENDITION TO THE UNITED 
STATES. WHEN THIS REQUEST WAS DENIED, THE BOY’S AMERICAN 
CITIZEN MOTHER FILED FOR CUSTODY IN A SAUDI COURT- THE 
COURT AWARDED CUSTODY OF THE BOY TO HIS FATHER BUT GRANTED 
THE MOTHER VISITATION RIGHTS. SHE WAS ABLE TO VISIT HER 


EXHIBIT 

6 


IS 




230 


SON DURING THE CUSTODY HEARING AND REMAINS IN FREQUENT 
TELEPHONE CONTACT WITH HIM. 

CASE C: A BROTHER AND SISTER, CURRENTLY AGES 4 AND 2 
YEARS, WERE BORN IN SAUDI ARABIA TO AN AMERICAN FATHER AND 
A SAUDI MOTHER. THE FAMILY MOVED TO THE UNITED STATES BUT 
VISITED SAUDI ARABIA IN THE SUMMER OF 2001. DURING THE 
VISIT, THE CHILDREN'S MOTHER TOLD HER HUSBAND THAT SHE 
INTENDED TO REMAIN IN SAUDI ARABIA WITH HER CHILDREN AND 
WOULD PREVENT HIM FROM OBTAINING A SAUDI VISA. THE FATHER 
HAS FILED FOR CUSTODY IN SAUDI ARABIA BUT DOES NOT EXPECT 
TO WIN, IN PART BECAUSE HE IS NO LONGER A PRACTICING 
MUSLIM. EMBASSY RIYADH IS IN THE PROCESS OF DETERMINING 
WHETHER FAMILY MEMBERS OF THE MOTHER MAY BE RENDERED 
INELIGIBLE FOR U.S. VISAS AS A RESULT OF ABETTING HER 
UNLAWFUL RETENTION OF THE CHILDREN IN SAUDI ARABIA. 

EMBASSY RIYADH ALSO IS ATTEMPTING TO ARRANGE FOR A CONSULAR 
OFFICER TO CONDUCT A WELFARE VISIT WITH THE GIRL AND BOY. 

CASE D: THREE SIBLINGS, CURRENTLY 11, 10 AND 6 YEARS OLD, 
WERE ABDUCTED BY THEIR SAUDI FATHER IN AUGUST 2000 
FOLLOWING A COURT-ORDERED VISITATION. THE FATHER FILED IN 
A SAUDI COURT FOR DIVORCE FROM THE CHILDREN'S MOTHER, WHO 
IS A NATURALIZED SAUDI CITIZEN AND THUS ABLE TO TRAVEL TO 
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SAUDI ARABIA WITHOUT A SAUDI VISA. HOWEVER, MOTHER HAS 
CHOSEN NOT TO TRAVEL TO SAUDI ARABIA TO CONTEST CUSTODY OF 
THE CHILDREN BECAUSE HER FORMER HUSBAND THREATENED HER AND 
HER ATTORNEYS. EMBASSY RIYADH HAS MADE NUMEROUS 
UNSUCCESSFUL ATTEMPTS TO CONDUCT WELFARE VISITS WITH THE 
CHILDREN. THESE EFFORTS CONTINUE. 


No Visa for Khalid Al-Ghesheayn 


KHALID AL-GHESHEY7VN HAS NEITHER APPLIED FOR NOR BEEN 
ISSUED A U.S. VISA SINCE JANUARY 1986. OUR COMPUTERIZED 
SYSTEMS CONTINUE TO FLAG HIM AS INELIGIBLE FOR A VISA 
BECAUSE OF HIS REMOVAL OF ALIA AND AISHA TO SAUDI ARABIA. 


Forced Religious Conversions 


FOR A DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF RELIGIOUS PRACTICES IN 
SAUDI ARABIA I REFER THE COMMITTEE TO THE DEPARTMENT'S MOST 
RECENT REPORT ON INTERNATIONAL RELIGIOUS FREEDOM, PREPARED 
BY OUR BUREAU OF DEMOCRACY, HUMAN RIGHTS, AND LABOR. 

THAT REPORT POINTS OUT THAT SAUDI ARABIA IS AN ISLAMIC 
MONARCHY WITHOUT LEGAL PROTECTION FOR FREEDOM OF RELIGION. 
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SAUDI ARABIA >- International Parental Child Abduction 


DISCLAIMER: The information in this circular relating to the legal requirements 
of specific foreign countries is provided for general information only. Questions 
involving interpretation of specific foreign laws should be addressed to foreign legal 
counsel. 


GENERAL INFORMATION: The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia is not a p^y to the 
Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction, nor are there 
any international or bilateral treaties in force between Saudi Arabia and the United States 
dealing with international parental child abduction. American citizens who travel to Saudi 
Arabia are subject to the jurisdiction of Saudi courts, as well as to the country's laws and 
regulations. This holds true for all legal matters including child custody. Parents 
planning to travel with their children to Saudi Arabia should bear this in mind. 

CUSTODY DISPUTES: In Saudi Arabia, child custody is based on Islamic law. The 
primary concern of Saudi courts in deciding child custody cases is that the child be raised 
in accordance with the Islamic faith. Most custody disputes in Saudi Arabia are handled 
by the Islamic "Shari'a” courts. In rare cases, the Board of Grievances, a religious 
appeals court, has ruled on custody disputes. 

Saudi courts generally do not award custody of children to non-Saudi women. If the 
mother is an Arab Muslim, judges will usually not grant her custody of children unless 
she is residing in Saudi Arabia, or the fatlier is not a Muslim. All Saudi citizens are 
considered to be Muslim. 

Since Saudi women are prohibited from marrying non-Muslims, custody disputes 
between a Saudi mother and American father would be heard by the Shari'a court, which 
would usually apply Islamic rules of custody and decide the case on its merits. If the 
mother wins custody, the father is usually granted visitation rights. According to Saudi 
law, a child whose mother is Saudi and father is non-Saudi is not granted Saudi 
citizenship. However, even if an American father wins custody of his children, he may 
still need permission from the Saudi mother to remove the children from Saudi Arabia. 

Saudi courts hesitate to rule in a child custody case if both parents are non-Muslim. The 
court will refer the case to the family court in the country from which the parents came. 
Often, if pressured to address such a situation, the court will rule that both parents should 
be deported from Saudi Arabia to avoid complications and embarrassment. 

Normally, under Shari'a law, a mother can maintain custody of her male children until the 
age of nine, and female children until age seven. In practice the courts favor keeping 
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children within a strict Islamic enviromiKiit. Shari’a court judges have broad discretion 
in custody cases and often make exceptions to these general guidelines. 

Even when a mother who is residing in Saudi Arabia is granted physical custody of 
children, the fether mamtains legal custody and has the right to determine where the 
children live and travel In many cases, the fether has been able to assume legal custody 
of children against the wishes of the mother when she is unable or unwilling to meet 
certain conditions set by law for her to maintain her custodial rights. For example, if the 
mother moves to another country, the father is entitled to have custody. A court can 
sever a mother's custody if it determines that the mother is incapable of safeguarding the 
child or of brii^ing the child up in accordance with the appropriate religious standards. 
The mother can lose custody by re-marrying a non-Muslim, or by residing in a home with 
non-relatives. Shari’a law allows custody of children to be awarded to the closest male 
relative of a Saudi father in the case of death or imprisonment of the fether, even if the 
Saudi fether has made clear his wish that the children's mother have full custody. 

Persons who wish to pursue a child custody claim in a Saudi court should retain an 
attorney in Saudi Arabia. The U.S. Embassy in Riyadh and the Consulates General in 
Dhahran and Jeddah maintain lists of attorneys willing to represent American clients. 

U.S. government officials cannot recommend an attorney and make no claim as to the 
professional ability or integrity of the attorneys on these lists. The U.S. government does 
not pay legal expenses. A copy of these lists may be obtained by contacting the 
following offices. The work week in Saudi Arabia is Saturday through Wednesday. 

U.S. Embassy Riyadh 

P.O. Box 94309 
Riyadh 11693 
Phone: [966] (1) 488-3800 
Fax: [966] (1) 488-7275 

U.S. Consulate General Jeddah 

P.O. Box 149 
Jeddah 

Phone: [966] (2) 667-0080 

Fax: [966] (2) 669-3078 or 669-3098 

U.S. Consulate General Dhahran 

P.O. Box 39855 
Doha-Dhahran 3 1 942 
Phone: [966] (3) 330-3200 
Fax: [966] (3) 330-6816 

U.S. Department of State 
Office of Overseas Citizen Services 
Washington, DC 20520 
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Phone: (202)647-5226 

Specific questions regarding child custody in Saudi Arabia should be addressed to a 
Saudi attorney or to the Embassy or one of the Consulates General of the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia at: 

Embassy of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 

601 New Hampshire Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20037 
Tei: (202) 342-3800 

Saudi Consulate General in New York 

866 United Nations Plaza 
Suite 480 

New York, NY 10017 
Tel: (212) 752-2740 

Saudi Consulate Genera! in Houston 

5718 Westheimer 
Suite 1500 
Houston, TX 77057 
Tel: (713) 785-5577 

Saudi Consulate General in Los Angeles 
Sawtelle Courtyard Building 
2045 Sawtelle Blvd. 

Los Angeles, CA 90025 
Tel: (310) 479-6000 

ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN JUDGMENTS: Custody orders and judgments of 
foreign courts are generally not enforceable in Saudi Arabia. For example, an order from 
a U.S. court granting custody to an American parent will not be honored in Saudi Arabia. 
Courts in Saudi Arabia will not enforce U.S. court decrees ordering a parent in Saudi 
Arabia to pay child support. 

VISITATION RIGHTS: Women entering Saudi Arabia with the intent of visiting their 
children may do so only with the written permission of the fether of the children. The 
father must file a "statement of no objection" with the Saudi Ministry of Interior before 
the mother will be granted a visa to enter the Kingdom. This includes Muslim fathers 
who are non-Saudi nationals. If the fether refiises to sponsor the mother, or to authorize a 
child’s travel to another country, there is little that can be done to effect a visit. The U.S. 
Embassy and Consulates General are not able to help American parents to obtain visas to 
Saudi Arabia without a no-objection letter. Neither the U.S. State Department nor the 
U.S. Mission in Saudi Arabia may serve as a woman's sponsor. Women visitors are 
required to be met by their sponsor upon arrival in Saudi Arabia. 
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If a non-Saudi father wants to enter the Kingdom to visit his children, he can do so by 
applying for a Saudi visa with proofthat his children are living in Saudi Arabia. Saudi 
authorities may consult with the mother if she is Saudi, who may be able to prevent 
issuance of the visa. 

Some American Muslim parents have considered traveling to Saudi Arabia on Umrah 
(religious pilgrimage to Mecca) as a means to visit their children. However, issuance of 
an Umrah visa docs not guarantee that a parent vsdU be permitted to sec his or her 
children once in the Kingdom. If a woman is not divorced, the Saudi Embassy has the 
right to ask for her husband's permission for another femily member (e.g. son) to act as 
the mother's Mahram. If the mother is divorced, the Saudi Embassy will ask to see the 
divorce certificate before granting the Umrah visa. Women married to Saudis should 
keep in mind that even when they enter the Kingdom on an Umrah visa, they would need 
their Saudi husband's permission to depart the country. 

Persons who obtain a visa for business or religious visits (^ajj and Umrah) with the 
intention of visiting their children may face legal penalties including detention and/or 
deportation. While visitor visas are issued for approved tour groups following organized 
itineraries, these visitors are not permitted to travel outside the set itinerary. 

Before traveling to Saudi Arabia to visit their children, women should consider whether 
they obtained a complete Islamic declaration of divorce from the Shari'a court m Saudi 
Arabia. Secular, American divorce orders are not recognized by the Shari'a courts. 
Although an Islamic divorce can be obtained from several mosques within the U.S., it has 
been the experience of several divorced spouses in the U.S. that the Shari’a courts in 
Saudi Arabia will not recognize orders originating from an American mosque. The 
purpose of obtaining a Shari'a declaration is to establish the legal personal status of the 
mother prior to traveling to the Kingdom. If an American woman is considered to still be 
married, the "husband" can prohibit the woman from departing Saudi Arabia. 

On rare occasions, Saudi families have paid for a non-Saudi mother to live in a 
neighboring country and visit her children in Saudi Arabia on a regular basis. 

DUAL NATIONALITY: Dual nationality is not recognized under Saudi law. Children 
of Saudi fathers automatically acquire Saudi citizenship at birth, regardless of where the 
child was bom. Saudi women carmot transmit citizenship; therefore, their children would 
acquire only the citizenship of the father. Saudis must enter and leave the country on 
Saudi passports even if they are entitled to hold the passport of another country. 

TRAVEL RESTRICTIONS: Exit visas are required to leave Saudi Arabia. The U.S. 
Embassy or Consulates General cannot obtain exit visas for American citizens. Women 
must have permission from their husband or father to exit Saudi Arabia. The government 
of Saudi Arabia has been known to issue international arrest warrants against women 
who have taken their children from Saudi Arabia without the father's permission. 

CRIMINAL REMEDIES: For information on possible criminal remedies, please 
contact your local law enforcement authorities or the nearest office of the Federal Bureau 
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of Investigation (FBI). Information is also available on the Internet at the web site of the 
U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention 
(OJIDP) at http://www.oiidp.ncjrs.oig . 

For further information and/or assistance in either preventing or responding to an 
international parental child abduction, contact the Office of Children’s Issues, U.S. 
Department of State at (202) 312-9700 or visit its web site on the Internet at 
http://t.ravel. state, gov . 

The State Department has general information about hiring a foreign attorney, service of 
process, enforcement of child support orders, and the international enforcement of 
judgments, which may supplement the country-specific information provided in this 
flyer. In addition, the State Department publishes Consular Information Sheets for every 
country in the world, providing information such as location of the U.S. Embassy, health 
conditions, political situations, and crime reports. When situations in a countiy are 
sufficiently serious, the State Department issues Public Announcements or Travel 
Warnings that may recommend U.S. citizens deter travel to that country. These 
documents are available on the Internet at http ://travel. state, aov or by calling the State 
Department’s Office of Overseas Citizen Services at (202) 647-5225. 

Revised: 16-Jan-2002 
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Kate O'Beime on Saudi Arabia & Pat Roush on National Review Online 
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P at Roush would be extremely grateful if President Bush 
would ask Crown Prince Abdullah how her kidnapped 
daughters are doing in Saudi Arabia when the two leaders 
meet in Crawford. In 1986, when Aisha was seven, and Alia was 
three, the American girls were abducted from their home in the 
Chicago suburbs by their Saudi father. Over the past 16 years, 
their mother has seen them once, in 1 995, for two hours. "Don't 
leave me, Mama. Take me home," said her older daughter. Alia, 
who no longer spoke English, asked her mother, "How old am 
I?" Pat Roush has learned that Aisha, now 23, is married and 
expecting a baby, and last she heard their kidnapper was looking 
for "a rich husband" for 19-year-oId Alia. Her mother doesn't 
know if her second daughter is yet married. 

Although Pat Roush's relentless efforts over 
the years led to the creation of an office in 
the State Department intended to advocate 
on behalf of the littlest American citizens 
snatched to foreign countries, and to 
enactment of the International Parental 
Child Abduction Act in 1993, the years 
ticked by for her own daughters. "This is no 
longer a children's issue," Roush now 
explains. "My daughters are now American 
women being denied their birthright as U.S. 
citizens." Aisha and Alia would need a male 
relative’s permission in order to be permitted 
to leave their Saudi prison. "[The Bush 
administration] is so concerned about 
Afghan women's rights," Roush told 
WorldNetDaily , "W^at about American 
women's rights?" 

Since the girls were kidnapped, their father's 
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Kate O’Beime on Saudi Arabia & Pat Roush on National Review Online 
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parents have both come to the U.S. for 
medical care. In 1988, the abductor himself 
traveled on a diplomatic passport to 
accompany his fatiier, who worked for the 
royal family, for surger>' at the Cleveland 
Clinic. Roush had warned the FBI to keep 
an eye on the clinic, where her former 
husband’s father had previously been 
treated, but father and son returned to Saudi 
Arabia with no questions asked. No federal 
agency has provided meaningful help to this 
heartbroken mother, who accuses the State 
Department of s>'mpathizing with the Saudi 
government rather than her and her 
American daughters over die years. 

A single American diplomat, then U.S. 
ambassador to Saudi Arabia, Ray Mabus, 
was a "big hero" to Roush when he refused 
to grant visas to her husband’s relatives 
unless her daughters were returned. But he 
left his post in 1 996, before the girls were 
freed. His successor, former Senator Wyche 
Fowler, told Pal Roush he had no time to 
talk with her, and lifted a hold on the 
extended families’ visas. 
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On Wednesday morning, Pat Roush signed a 
book contract which will enable her "to tell 
the world about the sweet deals and special 
relationship between the U.S. and Saudi 
Arabia" that have made her a stranger to her 
daughters. We wouldn't want to be 
undiplomatic, but maybe President Bush can 
gently ask the crown prince if 1 9-year-old 
Alia is married. Her mother would like to 
know. 
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Wednesday. Dec. 12, 1990 Houston Chronicle irir'k 


U.S. Embassy sidesteps custody fight 

Diplomats turn away American mom, kids seeking refuge from Saudi dad 



ByGEOPPDAVIDIAH 

Houston Chronlcte . 

A Houston' womaa who claims 
her son and daughter are aibused by' 
their Saudi Arabian father -'was 
turned away 
from the y.S. 

EmbasOT In Ri- 
yadh when she 
and the chil- 
dren sought 
refuge last 
week. 

State Depart- 
ment officials 
said they could 
not interfere, 
because It is a 
domestic dis- 
pute and' local 
law prevails. 

Mooica Rad* 
wan.3S. a Hous- 
ton kindergar* 

, ten .teacher, 
s^d in a tele- 
i phone Inter- 
view from Ri- 
yadh that she 
went to the 
Saudi capital 
on Nov. 21 to 
see her daugh- 
ter Amjad, 7, 
aod soo, Rasheed. 14. j 
Botb were bora in the^'lJaited 
States aod told dual U£*Saudl citi- 
zenship, but live with their Muslin 
father, who was awatiM autody 
ia a 1964 divorce 
Radwan said she met fahr bus- . 
band when they were students at 
the University of Dallas in Irving. 
*'I didn’t know he was already 
married," Radwan said. “He lied to 
me.” 

She said she moved to Saudi' 
Arabia after her daughter was 
born. But after the divorce, her 
dual Saudi citizenship was revoked 
and she was thrown out of the 
country in 13B4. 

Radwan saw the children again 
during a visit in 1986, supervised by 
Saudi police. But she was not al- 
lowed to return until her son turned 
14 this year and could sponsor her 
— a requirement before the Saudis 
grant a visa. 

When she arrived in Riyadh last 
week, Radwan said she went to her 
daughter's school and found her 
bribed, scratched and "wearing 
the same underwear for two 
weeks.” She said the child had not 


M. Radwan 


bathed "for weeks.” 

Radwan, an American dtlzeo, 
Said' she took the child to the U.S. 
Embassy Saturday, where a trans- 
lator heard Amjad's story. 

But instead of offering to harbor 
the family, Radwan sai^ U.S. offi- . 
dais refused to shelter them. She 
said a consular official called in 
Marine guards, who physically 
picked Ai^ad up and carried her 
off the premises, with her mother 
and brother following. 

Now, Radwan said her former 
husband has locked the daughter In ' 
his house and she has lost contact 
with the child. Rasheed, who is old 
enough to choose where be wants to 
Uve, confirmed his mother's story 
and said both diildren wanted to 
leave Saudl Arabia 

The children hold U.S. passports, 
but Radwan said she could not 
bring them back to the United 
States because the Saudis will oot 
give them an exit visa. 

Rasheed said ia a telephone in- 
terview Monday that his mther did 
not ^ve the children enough mofiey 
for lunch, that there was no food at' 
home aod that he was told that 
after school he was to stay away ' 
from the house until 8 pm. 

Radwan said the childrens’ step- 
mother poured hot water on AidJm 
in the bath and rarely washed her 
clothes. “When I went to sebod, I 
looked in her lunch bon and th^ 
was only a piece of bread," she iaid. 

'Radwan's ex-husband could not 
be reached for comment 

In (Uvorces in the Middle East as 
well as moat of Africa, male-domi- 
nated Muslim cultures almost al- 
ways give custody of riuldren to a 
Muslim man over a non-Muslim 
woman, said Layton Russell, chief 
of the Africa, Near East and East 
Asia revision of the State Depart- 
ment's Citizena Emergency C^tor. 

But in this case as many, there is 
little the U.S- government can do. 
he said. 

"When American citizens go 
abroad, they are subject to local 
laws,” he said."We caonot protect 
them from local law. " 

The State Department lists some 
700 active cases of child custody 
disputes involving U.S. citizens and 
loreiguen. 

Nearly 230 are in the Near East, 
and 35 involve disputes between 
citizens of the U.S. aiul Saudi Ara- 
bia. said Nyda Novodvotsky, a 
Spokeswoman for the State Depart- 
ment’s Bureau of Consular Affairs. - 
Many involve kidnappings. 



Objects of theJr parents’ custody battle, Rasheed Radwan. 
right and his sister, Amjad, are shown in this B-year-old photo 
taken in Saudi Arabia. The U.S. Embassy In Riyadh has tried to-, 
assist in the case since 1905, but last week the embassy/ 
expelled the children and their mother. 


Since tbe government started 
keeping count, there have been 
more than 3,000 auch complaints, 
according to tbe State Department. 

"Once a child b taken to another 
country, the {U.S.) consul tries to 
locate and visit the child," Novod- 
vorsky said "But in all cases like 
this. It is a family dispute. If there 
i$ abuse, tbe U^. consul would 
report it to the authorities.” 

She said Saudi Arabia was not a 
signatory to tbe Hague Convention 
that retjuires abducted cblldreo to 
be returned. Seventeen nations, in- 
cluding the United States, have 
signed the convention 

An oobassy spokesman familiar 
with tbe Radwan case declined to 
conuneoi. citing the family's right 
to privacy. 

^t Nowodvorsky said that "our 
embassy in Saudi Arabia has been 
involved with that case since 1986 
and has assisted in every appropri- 
ate way." 

During a congressional hearing 
On the problems U*S. 'citizens have 
in Saudi Arabia, two women told of 


their children being kidnapped by 
Saudi husbands.' 

"I have never heard such compel- 
ling testimony,” said Rep, tarry 
Smith. D-Fla., adding that the 
Americank endured "degradation 
and abuse." 

Smith and other members of the 
House Foreign Affairs subcommit- 
tee on Europe and the Middle East 
exchanged sharp words with State' 
Department oEflrials who defended 
the U.S. government's handling of 
the cases. 

"It seems to be that your govern- 
ment doesn’t have the' guts to stand 
up” to the Saudis, Smith said to one 
of the witnesses. 

Kristine Uiilman. 39, of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., a friend of Radwan’s 
who ti^tified st lhat bearing, said - 
she cannot understand why the 
United States has 400,000 troops 
and billions of dollars, committed 
to Saudi Arabia, a nation "which 
keeps a mother from her childrw." 

"I think it's wrong for us to 
protect the Saudis,” tftlnaan said, 
"when the Saudis won't even let a 
mother see her children.” 


Elian, Here Is My Story 


I’ve never met Elian Gonzalez. But as 
the daughter of a cuban-American mother, 
I cannot help keeping his fate close to my 
heart. And as a child who was kidnapped 
by a father living in another land, perhaps 
my perspective is a little bit different from 
most. 

I know my perspective is different from 
the one at the State Department. In its 
mo.st recent report on Saudi Arabia, re- 
leased in September, it declared that 
“there were no reports of the forced reli- 

s; , Houses of Worship 


By Dria Davis 


glous conversion of minor U.S. citizens 
who had been abducted or illegally re- 
moved from the United States, or the Gov- 
ernment’s refusal to allow such citizens to 
be returned to the United States.” The 
State Department is required to report on 
this because of the International Religious 
Freedom Act of 1998. 1 might be only 13- 
years-old, but I know what the report says 
is not true.; And I know it better than the 
State Department. Because I was one of 
those minors. 

In June 1997, T was il-years-old and 
went to Saudi Arabia to visit my father, 
Khalid A. Shalhoub. At the time, I lived 
with my mother and grandmother in Mi- 
ami and attended Epiphany Catholic 
School. My father effectively became a kid- 
napper, violating state and federal laws by 
refusing to return me to my home and in- 
stead breaking all communications with 
my family -;-even to the point of tearing up 
any pictures or phone numbers I had of my 
mom. 

During that time, I was told by family 
members and my father that I would go to 
hell and bum in the flames if I continued to 
say that I was Christian- I was beaten 
whenever I admitted to being a Christian, 
But I am a Christian and have always been 
a Christian. Because of this, I was not al- 
lowed to eat with the family at the table, 
and I was forced to pray as the Muslims do 
or I would be beaten. I remember having 
nightmares. I was told that I was going to 
die and bum because of my beliefs. I was 
also told that people in Saudi Arabia are 
killed if they are Christian. ' 

My father would pull me by the hair, 
throw me on the floor and kick me until i 
could hardly breathe. He would repeatedly 
call me a “fatso,” tell meT was “abitchjust 
like your mother” and tell me that he 
wished I lyould die and bui^ in the flames 
in hell. In fact, there were many n^hts 


'j\j S’ Vi iIq^^/ctcj p 


that I thought I was in hell, wishing for 
death. At the risk of being beaten, I man- 
aged to reach my mother with her tele- 
phone calling card. 

All the while my mother was in constant 
contact with the U.S. embassy, which told 
her that there was nothing they could do 
because nothing my father did violated 
Saudi law. When I called the embassy my- 
self, they even told me— an American citi- 
zen and a child— not to come to them for 
help, because they’d either show me out or 
call my father to come get me. Fortunately 
I escaped last April. 

But I know there are others like me 
still behind, people without the $180,000 
my mother spent to get me out. I think of 
the daughters of Patricia Roush, who 
were taken from America to Saudi Arabia 
on Super Bowl Sunday in 1986 and have 
been there ever since. And since coming 
back I have learned of the International i 
Religious Freedom Act, which was writ- 
ten with the Roush girls in mind but I 
which is ignored by the same U.S. gov- ' 
emment that seems able to move heaven 
and earth to send Elian Gonzalez back to j 
Cuba. 

I know religion can be a complicated 
thing, and that custody battles between 
families of different nationalities can be 
even more complicated. I even know how 
important Saudi Arabia is to the U.S. But I 
also know from bitter experience what it 
was like to have a State Department unin- 
terested in pursuing cases like mine and a 
U.S. embassy that let down both my 
mother and me when we needed it most. 
Remember, my mother and I -are both 
American citizens, and I was born here. 

If we are going to have a law, shouldn’t 
our State Department really try to honor 
it? And should we really let people hide be- 
hind the laws of places like Cuba and Saudi 
Arabia to violate our rights? 

I was one of the lucky ones. As I child I 
can’t do much. I do pray that the same 
government so uninterested in my fam- 
ily, American citizens all, will not create 
another victim by sending Elian back be- 
fore hearing his father speak in an Amer- 
ican court free of Castro’s pressure. But 
most of all, I believe I owe it to the other 
children left behind, girls like Alia and 
Aisha Roush, not to let the rest of us-es- 
peciaily our State Department-forget 
that they are still American citizens. 
Think about it. What if I had been your 
daughter? 

Ms. Davis is back with her mother in Mi- 
ami after being held from June 1997 to April 
IW in Saudi Arabia against both her will 
and Ameriam law. 

Uf/axD io. UlS 





CASE OF YASMEEN SHALHOUB 


In 1997, } I year-old Yiu>mecn Slialhoub, daughter of Miriam Hernandez, was 
taken by her father, Khalid Shalhoub, to Saudi Arabia during summer visitation. Ms. 
Hernandez sought the assistance of the State Dq^artment soon after. State and federal 
waixants were issued and an Interpol notice filed. The Embassy attempted to perform a 
w/w visit in October 1997, but Mr. Shalhoub declined the Embassy’s request. He 
objected to the charges of kidnapping^ claiming Yasmeen had asked to stay in Saudi 
Arabia. Mr. Shalhoub finally agreed to a consular visit in November 1 997. 

With the direct intercession of Congressman Diaz-Balart, Ms. Hernandez 
obtained an unsponsored Saudi visa. She arrived in Saudi Arabia in February 1998. 
Shortly after her arrival, Ms. Hernandez advised the Embassy that her ex-husband would 
not permit her to see Yasmeen. After lengthy conversations between the consular FSN 
and Mr. Shalhoub, he agreed to supervised visitation with Yasmeen. Before Ms. 
Hernandez departed Saudi Arabia in March 1998, she was able to see Yasmeen five 
times. Negotiations between the parents did not go as well, however. Despite prior 
assurances to the consular officer that he was willing to work out a written schedule for 
visitation, Mr. Shalhoub refused to make any commitments to his ex-wife. 

In July 1998, Ms. Hernandez informed the Embassy that Yasmeen was being 
beaten by her father and that she wanted desperately to return to the United States. The 
Embassy attempted unsuccessfully to perfomi a w/w visit. Ms. Hernandez pleaded with 
the consular officer in Riyadh to allow Yasmeen to go to the Embassy for help. 

That same summer, it was learned that Mr. Shalhoub was taking Yasmeen to 
London for vacation. Ms. Hernandez quickly filed a Hague application. The British 
authorities raided the hotel at which Yasmeen was believed to be staying, but did not 
locate her there. Efforts to locate her througli the British media were also unsuccessful. 

In December 1998, Ms. Hernandez provided the Embassy a recording of a 
conversation with Yasmeen in Saudi Arabia, in which Yasmeen described abuse by her 
father and pleaded to be allowed to return to the United States. Ms. Hernandez again 
requested Embassy intervention. She also sought the assistance of Senator Graham, 
complaining to him that the Embassy refused to help her daughter. Cl explained to Ms. 
Hernandez, as it had before, that the Embassy was unable to help her dauglUer escape 
Saudi Arabia. The Embassy could raise the abuse allegations with the Saudi authorities, 
but were concerned that doing so would only make the situation worse. 

In April 1 999, Embassy Riyadh was notified by Mr. Shalhoub that Yasmeen had 
been kidnapped &om her school. Mr. Shalhoub accused the Embassy of abducting her. 
The Embassy contacted Ms. Hernandez to advise her Yasmeen was missing. Ms. 
Hernandez told the Embassy not to worry. Wlien contacted by Cl, Ms. Hernandez’s 
husband concurred and declined USG assistance as unnecessary. The following day, Ms. 
Hernandez phoned Embassy Riyadh to say that Yasmeen was with her in Miami. No 
details were given regarding how she returned to the United States. 

In October 1999, the Embassy received a diplomatic note accusing the USG of 
complicity in the kidnapping of Yasmeen Shalhoub. The Embassy by diplomatic note 
denied the charges and expressed hope that our two governments could discuss further 
this and similar situations. 
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DEPT FOR CA/OCS/CI AND NEA/ARP 
S.O. 12958: N/A 

TAGS: KOCI, CASC, SA (SHALHOUB, YASMEEN) 

SUBJECT: CHILD CUSTODY CASE OF YASMEEN SHALHOUB 

REF: <A) RIYADH 04179, (B) STATE 175881, (C) RIYADH 03619 

1. CONGRESSMAN LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART INTERESTED. 


2. ON TUESDAY EVENING NOVEMBER 4 CONOFF AND CONSULAR FSN 
SPENT APPROXIMATELY ONE HOUR WITH KHALID SHALHOUB AND HIS 
DAUGHTER YASMEEN. AT THE REQUEST OF MR. SH;y^HOUB THIS 
INITIAL MEETING TOOK PLACE IN THE LOBBY OF A RIYADH 
HOTEL. THE ATMOSPHERE WAS OPEN AND CORDIAL. WITH MR. 
SHALHOUB CHATTING IN ARABIC WITH THE FSN WHILE CONOFF 
TALKED TO YASMEEN IN ENGLISH. 


3- CONOFF WAS UNABLE TO DETERMINE THE EXTENT TO WHICH 
YASMEEN MAY HAVE BEEN "PREPPED" FOR THE CONSULAR 
ENCOUNTER. ELEVEN YEAR OLD YASMEEN SHALHOUB WAS 
COMFORTABLY DRESSED IN COMPLETELY WESTERN ATTIRE OF DARK 
LEGGINGS, AN OVERSIZE SHIRT. AND CHUNKY BOOTS. SHE 
CARRIED A SI4ALL PINK AND BLUE BACKPACK/ PURSE IN WHICH SHE 
HAD HER APPOINTMENT BOOK (WHICH SHE UPDATED WITH HER 
SCHOOL SCHEDULE WHEN CONOFF. FOCUSED ON MR. SHALHOUB) . 

CONOFF BEGAI-J THE CONVERSATION BY ASKING YASMEEN HOW SHS 
HAD SPENT HER SUMMER HOLIDAYS. YASMEEN DISCTJSSED HER 
HOLIDAYS IN LONDON, BELGIUM AND ITALY WITH HER FATHER, 

COMMENTING THAT SHE "HELPED HIM WITH HIS BUSINESS IN 
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BRUSSELS." YASMSEN'S ASSISTANCE SEEMED TO HAVE INVOLVED 
BEING THE OFFICIAL TASTER FOR A LINE OF BELGIAN 
CHOCOLATES THAT KHALID SHALHOUB IS IMPORTING FOR A NEW 
GIFT/CHOCOLATE BOUTIQUE IN RIYADH (REF A) . IN ITALY 
YASMEEN HELPED HER FATHER SELECT PURSES/BAGS WHICH ARE 
ALSO A PART OF HIS BUSINESS INTERESTS. 

4. ASIDE FROM MR. SHALHOUB* S WORK IN EUROPE, IT APPETU^S 
THAT FATHER AND DAUGHTER MAINLY VISITED TOURIST 
ATTRACTIONS AND ENJOYED THEIR TIME TOGETHER. IN RESPONSE 
TO A QUESTION REGARDING HER SCHOOL SCHEDULE IN RIYADH, 
YASMEEN STATED THAT FRENCH WAS HER LEAST FAVORITE 
SUBJECT. SHE ATTENDS A PRIVATE GIRLS SCHOOL IN RIYADH, 
WHERE ENGLISH IS THE LANGUAGE OF INSTRUCTION, ALTHOUGH 
ARABIC IS A REQUIRED COURSE. CONOFF LTHDERSTANDS THAT IN 
ADDITION TO HER REGULAR CLASS WORK, YASMEEN IS PRIVATELY 
TUTORED IN ARABIC AS WELL AS OTHER SUBJECTS SHE IS 
STUDYING IN SCHOOL. 

5. IH RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS REGARDING HOM SHE SPENT HER 
SPARE TIME, YASMEEN STATED THAT SHE AND A FRIEND ROLLER 
BLADE ON THE COMPOUND WHERE THE FRIEND LIVES. ASIDE FROM 
THAT EXERCISE YASMEEN SEEMS TO LEAD A FAIRLY SEDENTARY 
LIFE AT THE MOMENT. (NOTE: SPORTS AND PHYSICAL TRAINING 
ARE NOT PART OF A GIRLS CURRICULUM IN SAUDI ARABIA) . 
YASMEEN STATED THAT HER FATHER WAS GOING TO BUY BICYCLES 
FOR THE FAMILY, AND THAT SHE AND HER FATHER WERE GOING TO 
TAKE UP SQUASH - ALTHOUGH SHE WAS VAGUE ON PRECISELY 
WHERE THIS COULD/WOULD BE DONE. WHILE YASMEEN DID NOT 
VOLUNTEER A GREAT DEAL OF INFORMATION, CONOFF' S OVERALL 
IMPRESSION WAS THAT YASMEEN ENJOYS BEING WITH HER FATHER 
BECAUSE HE SPENDS A CONSIDERABLE AMOUNT OF TIME WITH HER 
AND, CONOFF SURMISES, SPOILS HER. SHE MENTIONED THAT HE 
OFTEN FIXES BREAKFAST FOR HER AND THAT HE EITHER GIVES 
HER LUNCH MONEY OR PREPARES LUNCH FOR HER TO TAKE TO 
SCHOOL. YASMEEN ALSO CLAIMED THAT KHALID GIVES HER A 
CONSIDERABLE AMOUNT OF POCKET MONEY. CONTRARY TO WHAT 
MAY IIAVE BEEN HER ROUTINE IN MIAMI WITH HER MOTHER AND 
GRANDMOTHER, YASMEEN SEEMED DELIGHTED THAT IN RIYADH SHE 
REGULARLY GOES TO DINNER AT PLACES SUCH AS FUDDRUCKERS, 
MCDONALD'S, AND OTHER FAMILY RESTAURANTS. YASMEEN SAID 
THAT SHE HAS DOZENS OF COUSINS IN RIYADH, MANY OF WHOM 
SHE SEES ON A WEEKLY BASIS. WHILE CONOFF DID NOT 
DIRECTLY ASK YASMEEN ABOUT HER RELATIONSHIP WITH HER 
STEP-MOTHER, MR. SHALHOUB' S WIFE, YASMEEN STATED THAT HER 
STEP-MOTHER SPEAKS LITTLE ENGLISH; BUT, SHE EXPRESSED 
GREAT SATISFACTION WITH HER TEN MONTH OLD STEP-SISTER. 
STATING THAT THE BABY "LOVES ME MOST OF ALL" . 

6. BOTH KHALID SHALHOUB AND YASMEEN MAINTAIN THAT 
STAYING IN RIYADH WAS YASMBEN'S CHOICE. MR. SHALHOUB 
ASSERTED THAT OVER A TWO KEEK PERIOD HE REGULARLY ASKED 
YASMEEN IF SHE WAS CERTAIN ABOUT WANTING TO REMAIN IN 
RIYADH FOR A WHILE. WHEN THE CHILD CONSISTENTLY REPLIED 
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IN THE AFFIRMATIVE, MR. SHALHOUB STATED THAT HE PRESENTED 
THE IDEA TO YASMEEN'S MOTHER, MIRIAM HERNANDEZ, WHO 
REJECTED THE SUGGESTION- (NOTE: AS CONOFF INDICATED IN 
REF A, MR. SHALHOUB REBUTS CHARGES OF ABDUCTION) . MR. 
SHALHOUB REPEATEDLY STATED THAT HE WOULD SEND YASMEEH 
BACK TO HER MOTHER NEXT YEAR, AFTER SHE HAD All 
OPPORTWJITY TO LEARN ABOUT HIS CULTURE AND LANGUAGE. 
KHALID SHALHOUB BOLSTERED THESE ARGUMENTS WITH ASSERTIONS 
THAT HE HAD WANTED TO RETAIN A TUTOR IN MIAMI TO GIVE 
YASMEEN LESSONS IN THE ARABIC LANGUAGE AND CULTURE. 
HOWEVER, HE STATED THAT MS. HERNANDEZ WAS UNWILLING TO 
MAKE TIME IN YASMEEN'S SCHEDULE FOR THE TUTOR. HE 
LIKEWISE ASSERTED THAT IN ORDER TO GIVE HIS DAUGHTER A 
WORLD VIEW, HE HAD WANTED HER TO ATTEND AN INTERNATIONAL 
SCHOOL IN MIAMI - RATHER THAN THE CATHOLIC SCHOOL THAT 
WAS MS. HERNANDEZ'S PREFERENCE. 

7. KHALID SHALHOUB IS CLEARLY FOND OF HIS DAUGHTER, AND 
HE REPEATEDLY EXPRESSED A DESIRE TO ARRIVE AT A WORKABLE 
AND ENFORCEABLE AGREEMENT WITH HIS FORMER WIFE THAT WOULD 
PRESERVE HIS RIGHT TO SEE YASMEEN. IN ADDITION, HE WANTS 
AN ARRANGEMENT THAT WOULD COMPEL MS. HERNANDEZ TO COMPLY 
WITH ANY PREFERENCE YASMEEN EXPRESSED FOR REMAINING WITH 
HER FATHER. IN AN EFFORT TO BROADEN CONOFF 'S VIEW OF THE 
DISPUTE OVER YASMEEN, MR. SHALHOUB SUBMITTED FOR THE 
RECORD COPIES OF VARIOUS DOCUMENTS PERTAINING TO THE 
DIVORCE PROCEEDINGS BROUGHT AGAINST HIM BY MIRIAM 
HERNANDEZ . 

8. MS. HERNANDEZ TELEPHONED THE EMBASSY TO INQUIRE ABOUT 
THE RESULTS OF THE MEETING. SHE DECLARED THAT SHE HAD 
TWICE TELEPHONED MR. SHALHOUB' S RESIDENCE IN RIYADH AND 
ASKED TO SPEAK TO YASMEEN, PROMPTING KHALID SHALHOUB TO 
HANG UP ON HER. AS PREVIOUSLY REPORTED, MR. SHALHOUB 
STATED THAT HE DID NOT WANT DIRECT CONTACT BETWEEN MOTHER 
AND DAUGHTER BECAUSE THE CHILD WAS UPSET FOLLOWING AN 
EARLIER CONVERSATION WITH MS. HERNANDEZ. HE MAINTAINS 
THAT MS. HERNANDEZ DISTURBED THE CHILD BY DECLARING THAT 
YASMEEN'S GRANDMOTHER WAS DYING, THAT MS. HERNANDEZ WAS 
GIVING AWAY YASMEEN'S FAVORITE DOG, AND THAT MIRIAM 
HERNANDEZ HAD BROKEN HER ARM. FOR HER PART, MS. 

HERNANDEZ ALLEGES THAT KHAE.TD DOF.S NOT WANT HER TO SPEAK 
TO YASMEEN BECAUSE THE CHILD WANTS TO RETURN TO THE 
UNITED STATES. YASMEEN REPEATEDLY STATED THAT SHE LOVES 
HER MOTHER, Al^D THAT SHE WANTS MIRAM HERNANDEZ TO COME TO 
RIYADH. KHALID SHALHOUB REITERATED THAT HE WOULD SPONSOR 
A VISIT TO SAUDI ARABIA BY HIS FORMER WIFE. MS. 

HERNANDEZ SEEMS INCREDULOUS ABOUT KHALID SHALHOUB'S REAL 
INTENTIONS. 

9. POST WILL CONTINUE TO MONITOR THE WELFARE OF YASMEEN, 
AND WILL REMAIN IN CONTACT WITH KHALID SHALHOUB, WHO 
CURRENTLY SEEMS OPEN TO NEGOTIATING THE RETURN OF YASMEEN 
TO HER MOTHER. IN FACT, MS. HERNANDEZ TOLD CONOFF THAT 


:las 


RIYADH 04368 


Page 3 of 4 



245 


INCLAS RIYADH 04368 


Page 4 of 4 


MR. SHALHOUB HAD AGREED TO DISCUSS THE MATTER WITH 
YASMEEN'S PSYCHIATRIST IN MIAMI. KHALID SHALHOUB HAS 
ALSO ALLEGEDLY SAID THAT HE WILL SEND YASMEEN HOME IF MS. 
HERNANDEZ AGREES TO DROP CHARGES AGAINST HIM. 
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1. CONGRESSM IIHCOIH DIAZ-BEIARI INTERESTED. 


EXHIBIT 

13 


] 


RIYADH 00791 0317F6Z 

BEFORE "BRINGING* NIRIAfI HERNANDEZ TO SAUDI ARABIA. 
COHSIlfiR FS* POINTED OUT THAT BR. AL SHAIHOUB HAD 
CONVENIEHTIY BEEN INCOflttUSICADO FOR SOfiE VEEKS. TN 
ABDIIIOH TO HAVING PLACED A SPECIAL CODE ON HIS TELEPHONE 
THAT BLOCKS UNAUTHORIZED CALLERS. FOR THE RECORD RS. 
HERNANDEZ'S VISA INDICATED THAT SHE ENTERED SAUDI ARABIA 
0NK8 THE SPONSORSHIP Of HER FORRER HUSBAND. AND HER 
IfflClE'S VISA VAS ISSUED TO VISIT KHALID Al SHAIHOUB. 
ACCORDING TO HS. HERNANDEZ. THE OFFICE Of CONGRESSMAN 
DIAZ-BEIARI VAS INSIRUtlENTAL IN NEGOTIATING THE VISAS 
VriB IRE SAUDI EMBASSY. 

5. KHAKO fll SHALBOUfi INDICATED DISPLEASURE VITH MS 
HERNANDEZ'S SUDDEN APPEARANCE. AND FOLLOWING LENGTHY 
CONUERSAFIOHS VITH CONSULAR fSH AND CONOFf. PROPOSED A 
Tlrt) STAGED PROCESS LEADING TO REUNITING MOTHER AND 
OAUCHTER. HE FIRST VAHIEO A SATURDAY AFTERNOON rEBRUARY 
21 MEEIIHC WITH MS. HERNANDEZ. TOGETHER WITH CONOFf AND 
rSN. AND THAT EVENING A DINNER WITH HIS FAMILY AND 
FRIENDS Of YASMEEH. AS USUAL IN THESE CASES THE VENUE 
FOR THE MEEilHG HAS AN ISSUE Of DISCUSSION. KHALID Al 
SHAIHOUB RETliSED TO COME TO THE EMBASSY. AND CDHOff 
SUmARIlY REJECTED THE FAVORED MEETING PLACE Of SAUDI 


SII83T13 


2. SUMMARY: MS. MIRIAM HERNANDEZ. THE MOTHER OF YASMEEH 
SHAIHOUB. DEPARTED RIYADH SUNDAY MARCH I fOLlOVINC A 
SEUENTEEH OAY SlAY. DURING VHICH SHE SAW lER DAUGHTER A 
TOTAL Of FIVE TIMES. MS. HERNANDEZ'S ARRIVAf IN RIYADH 
APPARENTLY SURPRISED HER fORNEfi HUSBAND. SAUDI NATIONAL 


FATHERS - A HOTEL LOBBY. MR.' Al SHAIHOUB FINALLY OTfFRED 
THE HOME Of SIS ELDER SISTER. 

PARENTS DISCUSS YASMEEN'S FUTURE 


KHALID Al SHALHCUB. WHO ASSUHED THAT MS. HERNANDEZ AND 
HER UHCIF HAD BEEN SPONSORED BY THIS EMBASSY. MS. 
HERNANDEZ'S TRIP TO SAUDI ARABIA WAS A LIIIITED SUCCESS IN 
THAT MR. Al SHAIHOUB (REIUCTANIIY) AllOWEII K!S FORMER 
WIFE SOME SUPERVISED UtSITATlOH WITH THEll DAUGHTER. 
YASMEEN'S FATHER. WHO IS CHAfflHG AT CHARGES THAT HE 
KIDNAPPED HIS DAUGHTER. SPOKE GRANDLY OF WANTING TO TORN 
THIS SITUATION INTO A MODEL CF HOW IHIERNATIONAL CHILD 
CUSTODY DISPUTES CAN BE HANDLED. HOWEVER. IN IKE flHAI 
ANALYSIS HE CONCLUDED THAT THE VISIT HAD A HEGATIVE 
IMPACT ON YASMEEK. AND HE REFUSED TO MAKE ANY COMMITMENTS 
ON WHEN ICR IF) HE WOULD RETURN YASMEEH TO HER MOTHER. 
PREFERRING TO SAY THAT MS. HERNANDEZ WOULD HEAR FROM HIS 
ATTORNEY. END SUMMARY 

HERNANDEZ'S SURPRISE ARRIVAL 


3. THE FEBRUARY IT. 1998 ARRIVAL IK RIYADH OF MIRIAM 
HERHANDEZ AND HER UNCLE. AURELIO CIFUENTES. JR.. CAUGHT 
THE ATTENTION Of KHALID tt SHAIHOUB WHO. SINCE LAST FALL. 
HAS REFUSED TO RETURN TELEPHONE CALLS TO THE CONSULAR 
SECTION. WHEN MS. HERNANDEZ FIRST APPEARED AT THE 
EMBASSY ON FEBRUARY 14. SHE HAD BEEN UNABLE TO CONTACT 
MB. Al SHAIHOUB. SHE HAD USED THE DAYS FCILOWIKG HER 
ARRIVAL TO RECOHNOITER YASMEEN'S SCHOOL. IN THE HOPE Of 
CATCHING A GLIMPSE OF HER DAUGHTER ENTERING OR LEAVING 
THE PREMISES. MS. HERNANDEZ WAS EVENTUALLY ABLE ID ENTER 
IKE SCHOOL GROUNDS. AND ENCOUNTERED THE PRINCIPAL AS SIE 
WAS SEARCHING FOR HER DAUGHTER. MS. HERNANDEZ STATED 
THAI SHE EXPLAINED HER SITUATION TO THE HEADMISTRESS. AND 

SOLICITED HER HEIP IN COMMUNICATING WITH YASMEEN'S 
FATtiER. SHE ALSO LOCATED A SAUDI SCHOOL TRilND IN RIYADH 
AND LIKEWISE ASKED KIN TO IHIERUENE WITH KHAIID Al 
SHAIHOUB. 

4. WHEN KHALID AL SHAIHOUB TELEPHONED THE EMBASSY ON 
FEBRUARY 18 HE EXPRESSED SURPRISE THAT MS. HERNANDEZ WAS 
IN TOWN. AND WANIED TO KNOW WHY WE HAD NOT WARNED HIM 


6. THE AflERNOON MEETING BETWEEN YASMEEN'S PARENTS TOOK 
PLACE IN AH ATMOSPHERE OF RELATIVE CORDIALITY AND 
INFORMALITY. WITR VARIOUS HALE MEMBERS OF MR. AL 
SHMHOUB'S FAMILY ROAMING IN AND OUT Of THE FORMAL SALON 
WHERE THE GROUP WAS SEATED. BOTH PARENTS AGREED THAT IT 
WAS NECESSARY TO PUT ASIDE THEIR SELFISH INTERESTS IN 
FAVOR OF WHAT WAS GOOD FOR YASMEEH. THAI WAS ABOUT THE 
ONLY COMMON CROBHD THEY SHARED. YASMEEN'S PARENTS THEN 
STAKED OUT POSliiONS FROM WHICH NEITHER ONE BUDGED. 
ALTHOUGH MS. HERNANDEZ UITIMATEIY DEHONSIRATEB GREATER 
flEXIBIllIY AHD ULTIMATELY RESIGNATION TO THE STATUS . 
QUO. ns. HERNANDEZ WAS QUITE CLEAR THAI SHE WANTED HER / 
DAUGHTER BACK. PREFERABLY IMMEDIATELY. REIYIHG UPON HiS| 
ARGUrCNT THAT YASMEEN WANTED TO REMAIN IN SAUDI ARABIA. 1 
MR. Al SHAIHOUB ASSERTED HIS RIGHT AS A SAUDI FATHER TO 1 
KEEP HIS DAUGHTER VITH HIM IN ORDER FOR HER TO LEARN ' 
ARABIC AND UNDERSTAND SAUDI CULTURE. THIS HE STATED VAS 
NECESSARY TO COIRECl MISCONCEPTIONS AHD STEREOTYPES ABOUT 
ARABS THAT HE CLAIMED YASMEEH HAD FORMED. THE MORE MS. 
HERNANDEZ INSISTED ON A DEFINITE TIME FDR HER DAUGHTER'S 
RETURN, THE MORE VAGUE KHALID AL SHAIHOUB BECAME. BY THE 
END OF THE HOUR AND A HALF SESSION THE TIME HE WANTED 
YASMEEN TO REMAIN WITH HIM HAD LENGTHENED FROM A YEAR DR 
TWO OR PERHAPS THREE TO AH INDEFINITE PERIOD. 


CONDITIONAL VISITATION 


7. HR. Al SHAIHOUB AGAIN PROCLAIMED HIS INTEREST TN 
BREAKING NEW GROUND FOR COOPERATION IN CHILD CUSTODY 
CASES. YET. HE ATTEMPTED TO ESTABLISH LIMITS OK WHAT MS. 
NERIANOEZ COULD DISCUSS WITH HER DAUGHTER. CAUTIOKING HER 
ROT TO SAY ANYTHING THAT WOULD DISTURB YASMEEN. FOR 
EXAMPLE NOT TO DISCUSS HER GRANDMOTKER' S f AIL IHG HEALTH. 
MS. HERNANDEZ REFUSED TO ACCEPT HIS CONDITIONS. 
MAINTAINING THAT SHE WOULD BE HONEST WIIIl YASMEEN. 

KHAIIB At SHALHCUB IHHIAllY AGREED THAT MOTHER AND 
MUGNIER COIftD SEE ONE ANOTHER DAILY DURING MS. 
BERIAHDEZ'S STAY IN RIYADH. WHILE MIRIAM HERNANDEZ WAS 
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DISAPPOIHTED TO HEAR THAT SHE WOULD HOT BE ALLOWED 

PRIVATE TIKE WITH YASHEEK^ SHE ACCEPTED THE PROfllSE OF 

DAILY FIVE TO NINE IN THE EVENING VISITS WITH YASHEEH AT 

THE HOKE OF HR. Al SHALHOVB’S SISTER. (COKMENT: HR. Al 

SKAIHOUB CONSISTENTLY DISPLAYED A HIGH LEVEL OF PARANOIA 

ASSUHIHG THAT YASHEEH'S BOTHER. WITH PERHAPS THE 

EHBASSY'S HELP. WAS PLOTTING TO SNATCH THE CHILD). 

A HOI SO PRIVATE REUNION 


8. SS. HERNANDEZ AND HER DAUGHTER WERE REUNITED THE 
EVENING OF FEBRUARY 21. THE EVENT WAS CAREFULLY 
STRUCTURED TO ASSURE THAI MOTHER AND DAUGHTER WERE ALWAYS 
SURROUNDED BY FEKAIE KEHBERS OF MR. AL SHALHOUB'S FAMILY 
- INCLUDING THE AMERICAN WIFE OF ONE OF MR. Al SHALHOUB'S 
BROTHERS. THE LADIES PRESENTED A UNIFIED FAMILY FRONT. 

SEEKING TO ASSURE CONOFF THAT YASHEEH WAS HAPPY. WHILE 
ACCUSING MS. HERNANDEZ Of OVERREACTING BY HAVING 
COURT-ORDERED RESTRICTIONS IMPOSED ON HR. AL SHALHOUB’S 
FREEDOM TO TRAVEL TO THE UNITED STATES. SHE HAS PLACED 
HIS NAME WITH INTERPOL AS WELL IN ORDER TO PRECLUDE 
BUSINESS-RELATED TRAVEL TO EUROPE. (NOTE: EVEN THOUGH 
KHAIIO AL SHALHOUB SEVERELY RESENTS THE TRAVEL BAN. HE 
CLAIMS THAT HE COULD STILL, AND HAD ALREADY, TRAVELED 
ABROAD.) 

SEEDS OF DISCONTENT PLANTED? 


5. KHAIID Al SHALHOUB QUICKLY TIRED OF CHAPERONING MS. 
HERNANDEZ'S VISITS. HE TELEPHONED THE COHSUIAR SECTION 
AND ANGRILY RAILED AGAINST MIRIAM HERNANDEZ FOR TRYING TO 
•BRAIN WASH* YASHEEH. HE WAS PARTICULARLY INCENSED THAI 
TWELVE YEAR OLD YASHEEK (HE CLAIMED) HAD BECOME 
EHBOIDEHEO ENOUGH TO TELL HIM THAT SHE HAD RIGHTS AS AH 
AMERICAA CIIIZEK. AND THAT HE COULD NOT KEEP HER PRISONER 
IN SAUDI ARABIA. HIS PATERNAL SENSITIVITIES WERE FURTHER 
INJURED WHEN. HE SAID. FOR THE FIRST TIME YASHEEK 
EXPRESSED HATRED FOR HIM. WHILE MS. HERNANDEZ DID NOT 
ACKNOWLEDGE PIAHIIHG IDEAS IN YASHEEN'S HEAD, SHE DID 
EXPRESS SATISFACTION THAT SHE NAD BEEN ABIE TO TELL 
YASMEEN THAT HER GRANDMOTHER AND FRIENDS HISSED HER. AHO 
THAT HER FATHER HAD PROHIBITED ALL COMMUNICATION BETWEEN 
THEN. THE FINAL STRAW FOR HR. AL SHALHOUB CAME WHEN MS. 
HERNANDEZ GAVE YASMEEN HER AT5T CREDIT CARD NUMBER AND 
TOLD HER TO CALI HER GRANDMOTHER. ACCOfiOIKC TO YASHEEH'S 
FATHER. THE CHILD SURREPTITIOUSLY MADE SEVERAL TELEPHONE 
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TBE JOURNEY AT THE HOME OF KHALID Al SHALHOUB'S SISTER. 
ffiOSOFF UNDERSTANDS THAT MR. AL SHALHOUB'S APARTMENT IS 
LOCATED IK THE SAME BUILDING AS HIS BUSINESS.) WHEN 
CONOFF EXPRESSED ANNOYANCE AT THE JAMES BOHB-llKE CHARADE 
AND WASTE OF TIME. HR. Al SHALHOUB PROFESSED SHOCK THAT 
EMBASSY PERSONNEL WERE ACCOMPANYING MS. HERNANDEZ. OVER 
TEA AND PASTRIES MS. HERNANDEZ VISITED WITH YASMEEN AND 
ATTEMPTED TO E)fTRACI FROM HER FORMER HUSBAND SOME 
COMMITMENTS REGARDING FUTURE TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 
HER OAUQITES. CONTRARY TO A GAME PLAN THAT CONOFF HAD 
EARLIER IN THE WEEK DISCUSSED WITH HIM, MR. AL SHALHOUB 

REFUSED TO OUTLINE IN WRITING AN INFORMAL PROPOSAL FOR 
MS. HERNANDEZ TO VISIT HER DAUGHTER DURING THE SUMMER OF 
-1S38. HR. Al SHALHOUB'S ONLY RESPONSE WAS THAT MS. 

HERNANDEZ WOULD HEAR FROM HIS ATTORNEY. 

II. C<^NT; DURING THE INITIAL MEETING MR. HI SHALHOUB 
CAVE INDICATIONS THAT HE WAS VILIIKG TO ALLOW MS. 

HERNANDEZ VISITATION AS LONG AS SHE WISHED TO REMAIN IN 
RIYADH, AND HE WAS AMENABLE TO HAPPING OUT A PLAN FOR A 
POSSIBLE RETURN VISIT THIS SUMMER. AFTER FOUR SESSIONS, 

WHICH 8ECM INCREASINGLY SHORT, HE TERMINATED THE 
ARRAKCEHEHI, CAUSING MS. HERNANDEZ TO CANCEL A PLAN TO 
REMAIN IN RIYADH UNTIL MARCKtl. IN FRONT OF CONSULAR 
STAFF NIRIAN HERNANDEZ REMAINED CALM AND REASONABLE 
IHROUGHOUI WHAT WAS ASSUREDLY A STRESSFUL ORDEAL. EVEN OH 
OCCASION OPINING THAT KHALID Al SHALHOUB WOULD NEVER SEND . 

VASMEEH BACK TO THE UNITED STATES. IN ORDER TO TEST THE 
LEVEL OF COWIDEHCE BETWEEN MR. Al SHALHOUB AND THE 
EMBASSY. CONOFF WILL TRY TO ARRANGE A CONSULAR VISIT OH 
THE OCCASION OF YASHEEH'S BIRTHDAY IN APRIL. END COMMENT 

FOWLER 


CALLS TO FRIENDS IN THE U.S. BEFORE HE REALIZED WHAT SHE 
WAS DOING. 


AL SHALHOUB SAYS NO DEAL 


10. IT WAS DUE SOLELY TO THE PERSUASIVE ARGUMENTS OF THE 
ES’ERIENCED CONSULAR ESN THAI MR. AL SHALHOUB RELENTED. 
FOR THE AIRPORT ON FEBRUARY Z8. EVEN THIS SCENARIO 
APPEARS TO HAVE BEEN DELIBERATELY ORCHESTRATED TO 
FRUSTRATE AND UNDERMINE THE TOLERANCE AND PATIENCE OF All 
BUT THE MOST DETERMINED. CONOFF. fSH, MS. HERNANDEZ AND 
HER UNCLE APPEARED AT KHAIID AL SHALHOUB'S PLACE Of 
BUSINESS AT SIX PM, AS HE HAD DIRECTED, ONLY TO BE TOLD 
BY HIS STAFF THAT HR. AL SHALHOUB HAD JUST LEFT. WHEN 
THE STORE CLOSED FOR PRAYER CAll. THE EMBASSY GROUP SPENT 
THIRTY MINUTES SITTING IN FRONT OF THE BOUTIQUE BEFORE A 
CAR APPEARED. AND TBE DRIVER ANNOUNCED THAT HE HAD BEEN 
SENT BY MR. AL SHALHOUB. THE EMBASSY VEHICLE FOLLOWED 
THE lUXURY CAR TWENTY MINUTES ACROSS TOW, TERMINATING 
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NOTE TO FILE 3/22/99 


ON WEDNESDAY THE 17™ OF MARCH, I RECEIVED A CALL AT AROUND 
5:30 FROM YASMEEN SHALHOUB, DAUGHTER OF MIRIAM HERNANDEZ, 

AND ONE OF RIYADH’S ACTIVE CHILD CUSTODY CASES. 

YASMEEN REQUESTED THAT I HELP GET HER OUT OF THE COUNTRY 
AS SHE SAID HER FATHER “HURT HER ALL THE TIME AND THAT SHE 
WANTED TO GO HOME”. SHE ALSO TOLD ME THAT SHE HAD JUST 
GOTTEN OFF OF THE PHONE WITH HER MOTHER AND THAT HER 
MOTHER HAD SUGGESTED SHE CALL ME. 

YASMEEN ALSO STATED THAT SHE WAS GOING ON VACATION AS OF 
SUNDAY THE 21^ OF MARCH AND THAT SHE THOUGHT SHE WAS 
GOING TO DAMMAM BUT THAT SHE MIGHT BE GOING TO DUBAI AS 
WELL. I TOLD HER THAT IF THERE WAS ANY POSSIBILITY THAT SHE 
WOULD BE LEAVING KSA THAT SHE SHOULD CALL ME BACK WITH 
THAT INFO. SHE ASKED ME IF DUBAI WAS OUTSIDE OF SAUDI ARABIA. 

I TOLD HER YES AND THE FOLOWING: 

1) IF SHE HAD THE OPPORTUNITY, SHE SHOULD GO TO THE AMERICAN 
CONSULATE IN DUBAI OR TO THE AMERICAN EMBASSY IN MANAMA 
IF THEY TOOK A TRIP TO BAHRAIN. I PROVIDED HER WITH 
TELEPHONE NUMBERS FOR EACH. 

2) EVEN WITHOUT IDENTIFICATION ON HER, THAT THEY MAY BE 
ABLE TO HELP HER EXIT THE COUNTRY TO RETURN TO THE U.S. 

(SHE WAS CONCERNED THAT SHE HAD NO PPT TO SHOW THAT SHE 
WAS AN AMCIT) 

3) THAT IF THERE IS NO POSSIBILITY TO GET TO THE CONSULATE 
THEN SHE SHOULD WAIT UNTIL ANOTHER TIME. 

4) THAT WE WOULD ATTEMPT TO HELP HER AS MUCH AS POSSIBLE 
BUT THAT WE WOULD ONLY BE ALLOWED TO WORK WITHIN THE 
LAW. WE COULD NOT BREAK THAT LAW OF EITHER BAHRAIN OR 
UAE IN OPRDER TO GET HER OUT. 

5) THAT IF SHE COULD NOT CALL ME THEN SHE SHOULD CALL HER 
MOTHER ON OR BEFORE SUNDAY TO TELL HER WHERE SHE MIGHT 
BE HEADED. 

ON SUNDAY AFTER NOON, I RECEIVED A PHONE CALL FROM MIRIAM 
HERNANDEZ TELLING ME THAT YASMEEN HAD CALLED HER AND 
TOLD HER THEY WERE HEADING OUT ON VACATION THAT DAY. I 
REPEATED TO MIRIAM WHAT I HAD TOLD YASMEEN AND THAT WE 
WOULD HELP WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES OF THE LAW ONLY. I CALLED 
MANAMA AND DUBAI AND SPOKE TO BILL ROBERTS AND AUSTIN 
WIEHE, RESPECTIVELY AND APPRISED THEM OF THE SIl UATION. I 
FAXED THEM A COPY OF YASMEEN’S PPT, THE MISSING FLYER THAT 
HAD BOTH HER AND HER FATHER’S INFO ON IT AS WELL AS MIRIAM r, 

HERNANDEZ’S TELEPHONE NUMBER. ALL AGREED TO CALL IF/WHEN \ C " 
ANYTHING HAPPENED ON THIS CASE. • ' > 
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NOTE TO FILE 4/07/99 

^RECEIVED A PHONE CALL AT 3:40 P.M. YESTERDAY 

AFTERNOON FROM SUZANNE SHALHOUB, THE SISTER-IN-LAW OF 
YASMEEN’S FATHER AND AN AMERICAN CITIZEN LIVING IN RIYADH, 
ASKING IF THE EMBASSY HAD ANY INFORMATION REGARDING THE 
WHEREABOUTS OF YASMEEN SHALHOUB. ACCORDING TO SUZANNE, 
YASMEEN WAS DROPED OFF IN FRONT OF SCHOOL BETWEEN 6:30 AND 
7 AM BUT DID NOT MAKE IT INTO THE BUII.DING.Js ^OKLD ME 

AS I WAS AT THE WINDOW AND ASKED ME IF I KNEW ANYTHING 
ABOUT YASMEEN, I DID NOT. 


I IMMEDIATELY CALLEp THE LEGATT’S OFFICE AND ATTEMPTED TO 

mACHF 1 , .,irO INFORM/INQUIRE ABOUT THE CASE. 

^ . ...JiNFORMEDMETHAT’^ 

HOME AND I CALLED HIM THERE"! TOLD HIM WHAT I KNEW AND 
ASKED HIM IF HE KNEW ANYTHING ABOUT THE CASE. HE SAID NO. I 
THEN CALLED f ASK FOR CLEARANCE TO HAND A 

PHOTO OF YASMEEN TO THE LOCAL GUARDS IN CASE SHE CAME TO 
ONE OF THE GATES, i" J^SKED FOR ME TO COME UP AND DISCUSS SO 
I DID. 

JaND myself DtSCUS.§ED THE CHOICES AVAILABLE 
TO US IF YASMEEN DID SHOW UP.f _ iSKED FOR AND RECEIVED A 
PHOTO OF YASMEEN FROM OUR FILES AND TOOK CARE OF 
DISTRIBUTION. I TOLD THEM THAT I WOULD KEEP THEM INFORMED 
AS I GOT INFORMATION. 


AT 4:21^ 2i?®CEIVED A TELEPHONE CALL FROM A WOMAN 
CLAIMifTG To BE MIRIAM HERNANDEZ. I TOOK THE CALL AND, BASED 
ON THE SOUND OF THE WOMAN’S VOICE, I PROCEEDED TO SPEAK 
WITH HER AS IF SHE WAS MIRIAM HERNANDEZ. SHE WAS NOT. THE 
CALLER WAS SUZANNE SHALHOUB WHO WAS ATTEPTING TO FIND OUT 
IF THE EMBASSY KNEW WHERE YASMEEN WAS OR WHO ACTUALLY 
TOOK HER. SHE ADMITTED THAT THE FAMILY WAS DESPERATE AND 
THAT THEY BELIEVED THAT THE EMBASSY WAS INVOLVED IN THE 
KIDNAPPING OF YASMEEN. FOR THE RECORD, THE CONSULAR 
SECTION HAS NO KNOWLEDGE OF WHO TOOK YASMEEN OR WHERE 
SHE IS/WAS IN THE PAST 24 HOURS. THE DISCUSSION WITH SUZANNE 
SHALHOUB LASTED A TOTAL OF 20 MINUTES. IN THE END, SUZANNE 
SAID THAT THE POLICE HAD BEEN NOTIFIED, IMMIGRATION HAD BEEN 
NOTIFIED AND THE FAMILY CLAIMS NOT TO CARE IF THE MOTHER 
HAD HER SNATCHED - ONLY THAT YASMEEN IS OK. THE SISTER-IN- 
LAW’S TEL. ft IS 419-4632. YASMEEN’S FATHER HAS NOT AT ANY POINT 
CONTACTED THE CONSULAR SECTION TO LET US KNOW WHAT IS 
GOING ON. 





NOTE TO FILE 4/04/99 




AT APPROXIMATELY 2 PM THIS AFPERNOON, I RECEIVED A 
TELEPHONE CALL FROM MIRIAM HERNANDEZ REGARDING THE 
WHEREABOUTS OF HER DAUGHTER, YASMEEN SHALHOUB. 

YASMEEN HAD TELEPHONED HER MOTHER FROM RIYADH 
(YESTERDAY OR TODAY) AND HAD TOLD HER MOTHER THAT SHE HAD 
BEEN IN DUBAI, U.A.E.. FOR VACATION WITH HER FATHER AND THAT 
SHE WAS UNABLE TO GET TO THE CONSULATE TO ATTEMPT AN 
ESCAPE. SHE ALSO MENTIONED THAT SHE WAS VPITH HER FATHER 
AND HER STEPMOTHER AT ALL TIMES AND THE ONE CHANCE THAT 
SHE HAD WAS DURING A SHOPPING TRIP BUT THAT SHE WAS SCARED 
TO ATTEMPT IT. 

MIRIAM HERNANDEZ THANKED ME FOR MY CONTACTING DUBAI AND 
MANAMA CONSULAR OFFICERS IN ORDER TO PREPARE THEM IF 
YASMEEN HAD SHOWN UP. SHE ALSO STATED THAT THERE WAS A 
POSSIBILITY THAT YASMEEN WOULD GO TO DUBAI AGAIN (SHE 
APPARENTLY WENT LAST SUMMER 1998) AND PERHAPS YASMEEN 
WOULD BE ABLE TO CALL FROM DUBAI AND LET HER MOTHER KNOW 
THAT SHE WAS THERE. 

MIRIAM STATED THAT YASMEEN SAID THAT THEY HAD STAYED AT 
THE CROWN PLAZA HOTEL IN DUBAI. THE LEGATT’S OFFICE WAS 
INFORMED OF THIS DEVELOPMENT WITHIN 1 HOUR OF THE CALL. 
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INFO LOG-00 AMAO-01 CA-02 

NEA-00 NSCE-00 PPT-01 


R 14 1 352Z APR 99 
FM A ME MSASSY RIYADH 
TO SECSTATe WASHDC 7314 
INFO AMCONSUL JEDDAH 
AMCONSUL OHAHRAN 

UNCLAS RIYADH 001136 

DEPT FOR CA/OCS/CI, NEAZARP 

E, O. 1 2958: N/A 
TAGS: KOCI. CPAS. CASC. SA (SHAtHOUB, YASMEENT 
SUBJECT; CHILD CUSTODY; YASMEEN SHALHOU8 RETURNS TO U. S 

1 SUMMARY. YASMEEN SHALHOUB'S AUNT INFORMED POST APRIL 6 
THAT YASMEEN HAD OISAPEARED AFTER BEING DEPOSITED AT SCHOOL 
IN RIYADH THAT DAY. CONOF F REPORTED THIS NE.WS TO CHI L D' S 

MOTHER IN MIAMI APRIL 7. MOTHER APPEARED SURPRISINGLY 
UNCONCERNED ANO INFORMED POST THE NEXT DAY THAT YASMEEN HAD 
JUST BEEN RETURNED TO HER IN MIAMI. END SUMMARY, 

2. FHALIO SHALHOUB- S SISTER-IN-LAW. SUZANNE SHALWOUB. 
INFORMED CONSULAR SECTION APRIL 6 THAT HER NIECE YASMEEN HAD 
DISAPPEARED AFTER BEING DROPPED OFF AT SCHOOL THAT MORNING 

SHE SAID THE FAMILY WAS CONCERNED ABOUT YASMEEN' S 
WHEREABOUTS AND SUSPECTED EMBASSY MAY HAVE KIDNAPPED YASMEEN 
FOR PURPOSE OF RETURNING HER TO HER MOTHER. MIRIAM 
HERNANDEZ, IN MIAMI, COnOFF ASSURED MS. SHAI.HOUS THAT 
EMBASSY HAD NO PART IN THE DISAPPEARANCE ANO REQUESTED THAT 
SHE HAVE YASMEEN' S FATHER. KHALIO SHALHOUB. CALL POST TO 
CONFIRM THAT HIS DAUGHTER WAS MISSING- MR. SHALHOUB NEVER 
CALLED. 

3. CONOFF TELEPHONED MIRIAM HERNANDEZ MORNING OF APRIL 7 TO 
INFORM HER OF REPORTED O I SAPPE AR ANCE OF DAUGHTER, HERNANDEZ 
TOLO CONOFF "NOT TO WORRY” ANO THAT SHE COULO NOT SAY 
ANYTHING ELSE. SH£ THANKED CONOFF FOR INFORMATION AND 
PROMISED THAT SHE WOULD BE IN TOUCH, 

4. MS. HERNANl-jEZ CALLED POST APRIL 8 AND LEFT MESSAGE WITH 
MARINE SECURITY GUARD THAT HER DAUGHTER MAO BEEN RETURNED TO 
HSR IN MIAMI. WHEN CONOFF CALLED TO CONFIRM REPORT. 

HERNANDEZ TOLO CONOFF THAT YASMEEN ARRIVED IN MIAMI EVENING 
OF APRIL 7 ANO THAT YASMEEN WAS WELL ANO VERY HAPPY TO BE 
BACK HOME AFTER A SEPARATION OF ALMOST TwO YEARS. HERNANDEZ 
WAS UNWILLING TO DISCUSS DETAILS OF YASMEEN' S REMOVAL FROM 
SAUDI ARABIA. SHE THANKED CONOFF FOR POST' S CALL APRIL 7 
AND ALL PREVIOUS LEGAL EFFORTS TO ASSIST IN YASMEEN' S 
RETURN. 

5 CONOFF KEPT LEGATT INFORMED OF DEVELOPMENTS AS THEY 
OCCURRED. LEGATT MAS INFORMED CONOFF THAT AN ATTEMPT WILL 
BE MADE TO INTERVIEW HERNANDEZ IN MIAMI TO GATHER MORE 
INFORMATION ABOUT YASMEEN' S RETURN. 
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Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
Ministry of Foreign Affaires 


Number; 97/20/49035 
Date: 29/10/1420 
(October 9, 1 999) 


The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Kingdom Saudi Arabia presents its 
compliment to the Embassy of the United States of America. 

The Ministry would like to draw the attention of the Embassy to the complaint 
presented by the Saudi citizen/ Khalid Bin Abdulaziz Bin Shalhoob, in which he 
pointed to that his daughter (Yasmin) was kidnapped at her school door and was 
transported with the knowledge of the US Embassy in Riyadh to the United States of 
America by means of a US military aircraft where she was handed to the USAF who 
then handed her to her mother. This was all done by means of a secret plan known 
only to the Head of the Mission and to the Counsel General at the American Embassy 
in the Kingdom. 

(Yasmin) daughter of the Saudi citizen who called her father after her arrival 
in the US immediately related these informations. 

While we express our great amazement with this totally refused action by an 
Embassy of a forei^ country with which we share the strongest and closest relations; 
we denounce this method in dealing with our citizens. Such action boldly violates the 
diplomatic norms and traditions. We see the only way to return things into their right 
path is by working diligently to insure prompt return of the Saudi citizen (Yasmin) to 
her family and country the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 

The Ministry avails itself of this opportunity to renew its highest 
consideration. 
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To: 

Cc: 

Subject; 


? 5 

RE; Child Custody - Saudi 


ThariK you 


ThariK you for bringing this (o our attention. It provides a wonderful opportunity for reiterating our concerns on this same 
issue (there is a lovely irony in their demand to return Yasmeen). We wortdng on some language for a diplomatic note 
in reply agreeing that the kidnapping of children is reprehenstote — srwnetfiing we have been saying for many years - and 
hoping that our governments may have the opportunity to sit down arwt discuss ways to prevent future such tragedies. 

I am sure there was no Embassy involvement in (he reabduction/resoje, but we will be interested to know the results of 
the DAO query. ! will let you know what we come up wrilh on &iis end by way of reply. The desk has also been informed. 
Thanks,^' < 


Original Message — 

From: 

Sent; 


Monday, Uctooer 11. 1999 8:14AM 
Child Custody - Saudi Arabia 


The attached is fyi. 

« File; shalhoub1099.doc » 


The Saudi MFA is quite upset as witnessed by a ^ minute diatribe I sal through on Wednesday afternoon after 
exchanging dipnotes on the visa reciprocity issue. The Saudi Director of Consular Affairs was quite animated during 
his mondogue. 
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YASMEEN ALEXANDRIA SHALHOUB 
October 20, 1 999 

I, Yasmeen A. Shalhoub was kidnaped by my father, Khalid A. Shalhoub. I was held against my 
will in Saudi Arabia from June 1997 until April 7th 1999. 

At the time of the kidnaping I was 1 1 years old and residing with my mother, Miriam Hernandez 
and grandmother, Gloria Hernandez.. I was attending Epiphany Catholic School in Miami, 
Florida. 

My father broke State and Federal Laws when he decided unilaterally to keep me in Saudi Arabia 
during what should have been summer visitation. My father lied to me and told me he would 
bring me back to the United States. Instead, he kept me in a country against my wishes and broke 
off all communication with my family in the United States instantaneously. 

My father went on to even tear any photographs, memories, and phone numbers that I had of my 
mother, grandmother, relatives and friends the United States. 

I suffered great physical, emotional, and spiritual abuse during two years that I was kept against 
my will in Saudi Arabia. I did not speak Arabic, was taken to primitive country where women are 
totally oppressed. I was denied my rights and privileges under the Constitution of the United 
States as a United States citizen. 

My mother was in constant contact with the Embassy in Saudi Arabia and even sent them tapes 
of my conversations with her that revealed the physical, emotional and spiritual abuse that I was 
experiencing. The persormel at the US Embassy in Riyadh were well aware of my situation 
through conversations with my mother and the content of these tapes where I pleaded repeatedly 
for help to get back home to the US. The US Embassy told my mother they could not help me. 
The US Embassy let me down. 

I was persecuted for my religious beliefs in Saudi Arabia. I was told by family members and my 
father that I would go to hell and bum in the flames if 1 continued to say that 1 was Christian. I 
am Christian and have alway.s been a Christian. However, while I was kept against my will in 
Saudi Arabia, I was beaten by my father whenever I admitted to being Christian or Catholic. I 
was not allowed to eat with the family at the table and I was forced to pray as the Moslems do or 
I would be beaten and scared to death. I remember having nightmares. I was told that I was 
going to die and bum because of my beliefs. I was also told that people in Saudi Arabia are killed 
if they are Christian. 

Some examples of my father’s abuse physical and emotional abuse included pulling me by the 
hair, throwing me on the floor and kicking me until I could not breath from pain. He would 
repeatedly call me a fatso, tell me I was a bitch just like my mother and tell me that he wished I 
would die and go to hell or that I die and bum in the flames in hell. 


EXHIBIT 

2D 
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There were many nights that I wished 1 would die rather than endure the pain I was feeling. 

I was able to secretly communicate with my mother with her calling card at the risk of being 
beaten and that was of some comfort to me. 

I was lucky to escape Saudi Arabia wifli the help of many people including my family in the 
United States. There are others like me. I want to do whatever I can to ensure that other children 
can return to the United States. 
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No. 1371 

The Embassy of the United States of America 
presents its compliments to the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and has the 
honor to refer to the Ministry’s Note of 29/10/1420 
(October 9, 1999), Number 97/20/49035. The Ministry’s 
note refers to a complaint presented by a Saudi 
citizen, Mr. Khalid bin Abdulaziz bin Shalhoob,: in 
which he alleges that the American Embassy planned and 
executed the kidnapping of his daughter, Yasmin 
Shalhoob, in Riyadh and her subsequent transportation 
to the United States by a U.S. Air Force aircraft. The 
father claims that his daughter has given him this 
account of her removal from Saudi Arabia. 

The Embassy has the honor to inform the Ministry 
that Mr. Shalhoob's allegation of Embassy complicity in 
the kidnapping of Yasmin Shalhoob is totally false. At 
no time prior to her disappearance from the Kingdom 
around April 6, 1999 did Embassy officers, whether in 
the Consular section or in any other section, have any 
knowledge of plans to arrange her transportation to the 
United States. Nor did the Embassy in any way support, 
assist, or facilitate her removal. 

The Embassy wishes to state that it does not 
approve of illegal, indeed criminal behavior, under any 
circumstances. It was wrong for Mr. Khalid Shalhoob to 
kidnap Yasmin from the United States in 1994 in direct 
violation of an American court order awarding custody 
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of Yasmin to her mother. If Mr. Shalhoob’s account is 
true, it would also be wrong for Yasmin to have been 
kidnapped in Riyadh to be brought to the United States. 

The Embassy works hard with the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs to bring parents to cooperate together 
to resolve the tragic cases of children of dual Saudi 
and American nationality separated from one parent or 
the other, but at all times the Embassy and its 
officers work within the framework of American and 
Saudi law. 

Mr. Shalhoob alleges that a U.S. military aircraft 
was used to transport his daughter to the United 
States . The Embassy has the honor to state that very 
strict regulations apply to the use of such aircraft 
for personal transportation anywhere in the world. To 
transport Yasmin Shalhoob would represent a very 
serious and illegal violation of United States Air 
Force regulations. Immediately on receipt of the 
Ministry’s Note, the Embassy initiated an investigation 
by the U.S. Air Force of any misuse of flights between 
■Saudi Arabia and the United States, or to intervening 
points in Europe, as claimed by Mr. Shalhoob. The 
results of that investigation will be communicated to 
the Ministry as soon as they are received. 

The Embassy has the honor to state also that Mr. 
Shalhoob was neither in communication with the Embassy 
before nor after the transportation of his daughter to 
the United States. Nonetheless, the Embassy would be 
pleased to receive any specific information he may have 



259 


regarding the flights cited above that would assist our 
investigation. 

The Embassy of the United States of America avails 
itself of this opportunity to renew to the Royal 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia the assurances of its highest consideration. 


Embassy of the United States of America, 
Riyadh, October 26, 1999. 



APPROVED : 

DRAFTED:!. i-. . 

CLEARED:! 
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'O; 

’C : 

■ CC : 

'rom: 

Subject : 
late : 
attach: 
lertify : 
'riority : 
lefer until: 
Ixpires : 
'orwarded by: 


Exchange@GATEWAYSVRl@Servers'^^ 


>POL@RIYAD EMBA 


^^ligion - For the Record 
Wednesday, February 9, 2000 6:12:30 GMT 


N 

Normal 



Jpcm:G0VD0S/CBPCA/ST 


TT w-J 


I have 
ria Davis, 
iyadh and I 
er response 
nly time he 
locking his 


X 


71 


to respond to& a ■ comment about Yasmeen Shalhoub aka 

For the recorc^ I spok^to her on several occasions here in 
specifically asked her if her father mistreated her or hit her. 
was that he did call her names, most often "fatso", but that the 
"hit" her was with a pencil after she stood in front of the tv 
view. According to her, this occurred one time. 



In any event, it bothers. me greatly to see this amazing little story 
ome up when their was NO mention from the girl herself while I spoke to her 
n Riyadh. Nor was there ever any mention by her or her mother that the 
ather was attempting to "convert" her. Clarification on conversion - A child 
orn of a Saudi father is considered Muslim, regardless of the mother's 
sligion and while in this country Yasmeen/Dria would have been considered 
uslim in public but any acts of "forced conversion", in the sense of making 
sr pray or yelling at her/ beating her for her mother's religion, were never 
cld to us. Las£ thought on this - she also spoke to one of the FBI guys_here 
/ the name of|[^ ' ' ’ J He is now in the < field office. ^nay 

ant to speak v^th him as well. 
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No: 267 

The Embassy of the United States of America presents its compliments to the 
Ministry' of Foreign Affairs of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and has the honor to 
refer to the Ministry’s Note Number 97/20/49035 of 29/10/1420 (October 9, 1999) 
and the Embassy’s Note Number 1371 of October 26, 1999 (16/7/1420), which 
transmitted the Embassy’s initial denial of the allegations made by Saudi citizen Mr. 
Khalid bin Abdulaziz bin Shalhoub concerning the disappearance of his daughter, 
Yasraeen Shalhoub. 

The Embassy has the honor to report that it has concluded its investigation 
concerning Mr. Shalhoub’s claim that Yasmeen Shalhoub was transported from the 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia aboard a United States military aircraft. The Embassy 
has determined categorically that it is not possible (hat Yasmeen Shalhoub left the 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia aboard a United States military aircraft. The Embassy 
states this following an extensive review of (he flight manifests of the United States 
military aircraft departing the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia at the time of Yasmeen 
Shallioub’s travel from Saudi Arabia. The Embassy also notes that Yasmeen 
Shalhoub has made various statements to the press detailing how she traveled to the 
United States via regularly-scheduled commercial aircraft from a neighboring 
country. 

The Embassy of the United States avails itself of this opportunity to renew to 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs its assurances of its highest consideration. 


EXHIBIT 

24 



Embassy of the United States of America 
Riyadh, March 4, 2000 
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04/22/02 09:18 FAl 281395U955 


fi.XPKO S in w/nv 



AFFIDAVIT 


Kingdom of Saudi Arabia ) 

Riyadh Province 1 

Riyadh ) 

Embassy of the United ) 

States of America ) 


Before me. 


Sallyfaeth M. Bumbrey 


Vsce Consul of the United 


States of America at Riyadh. Saudi Arabia, duly commissioned and 
qualified, personally appeared ty)nnt ct-. — 


who being duly sworn 
follows; 


according to law. depose . 


and say -c as 


of temporarily residing at 

'' hereby declare Wiat^ 





-^Az. 










i^V<3- 


// 








ar-ff — 

// 






/ ~ ~F 


Further deponent , 


, saith not. 


Signature of Affiant 
Subscribed and sworn to before me. 
this R day of fUng 


(Signature of officer) 

(Name and title of consular 0 

Sallybeth M. Bumbrey 

Coneui of Uie United States 
of America 
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04/22/02 09:33 FAl isijytioyao 


10:56 ^ «74G F. 02/02 


UHCLASSIFIED'- 


Departmmt of^tutp 


INCOMING' 

TEt€GRAM 


PKOE Bl AlfADH' nm IBKSIZ 386133 

ACTION HCN-ll 

INFO LGG-fa CASr-NB AKNA-n UTED-08 H-U TEOMB l'8N 
WS-fa REA4g SANB-BB SS-Bf UO-H /SlU 

COSCIE Bt0G3BI Jii 

r 9896in OCT SII 
FN AHEnBASTY NHaOK 
TO SECSINTt «S«OC PftlOXdY 65l* 


F.O. mil. N/A 
TACS: CASCi SA , 

SUBJFCTi OONORFSSIONU INQOIAY ON CHILD CUSTDOT CASE OF nUAa'NADNail 


TO; THE NONDSAIILE PHIL CNAAn 
UNITES STATb SENATE 
1123 BNYAK'^TNEET SUITE ISM 
DAllKi TK.{Tm(-l<9f 
ATTENTION; ICUNUTY U*M 


iNIYADN urn ENBSIBZ .SIICllll 

NOT INAVEL ABNOAO HITIloUT NEI FaTHEN'S CONSENT. VHICH FB. lUIUffll,HAS 
AEFIUEP TO GIVE. VE HAVE EfflAtNED TO HAS, STOVEAS THAT UE CANNOT 
ASSIST HER ANO HER DAUCNTER IN DEPARTING SAUDI ARABIA IIUCITLY OR' 

iueoai.lt, 

IF IFCENTLT LEARNED fBOR FIRS. STOVERS THAT ARJAD'S FATHER NAS 
lURANOED A AARRIAGE BETKEN AfIJMl ARC A 32 YEM-OCO SRUOl RAN. 

WUE THE EfISASSY IN NO m URfiSNES SUCH A MRRIACEi IT IE filLONED 
UNDER SBUOf IH AND THE ElBRSSY NrS NO.lEfiAl RUTHcRITY lo FREilENT 
SU» A HARRIAK FROn OCCUUING, 

I UNDERSTAlOl RKO APPRECIATE NON OlfFICULT THIS SITUATION IS FOR mS. 
STOKIS ANO HER DAUCHTa PLEASE BE ASSURED THAT Vi Hill CONTINUE 
TO NONITDR THIS CASE CIOSELY AND PROVIDE ANY ASSISTANCE THAT « CAN 
UNDER U.S. LAVS AND REGULATIONS TO ASSIST HRS. SToVERS AND RNJAO. 

I NOfi THAT THE FGRESQlNfi IKFORHATIOR IS HELPfUL TO YOU IN 
NESPOflDINC TO yOUS CONSTITUENT. IF | CAN BE FURTHER ASSISTANCE 
TO you IN IBIS DR ART OTHER lUHERt PLESSE OD NOT HESITATE TO 
COHTMT RE. 


I API WiriNG IN RESPONSE To YOUR LETTER OF SEPTEMER 10* MKIKD IH 
OUR OFFICE ON SEPHARER U> IN UHICR YOU IROUIRRO ABOUT TIE STATUS 
OF TflE CASE OF lAJAD RaDVaR. AN RnEIICAH CUIEEN AND THE OAUOITEI Of 
YOUR CORSriTULNT RQNICA STOVFRS. ARJAO IAS ASOUCTEO SY HER FATIIER 
NIZAS RADNAV. A SAUDI CITZEKi FIOR TEXAS IN 19SS ASO BROUGHT TO 


APIERISAN ERBASSr 
RfYADH. SAUDI ARABIA 


PARENTAL CNILB ABDUCTION IS A rRACEDY. NKEN THE PARTIES |R AN 
(NTERBVLTURAl IRARRIAGE CANNOT AGREE ON WERE TO RAISE THEIR 
CRILDREIi. MUlVHEN ONE PARENT TAXES A GKIID ACROSS lirtRIAnnAL 
ROROEIS; THE SiFFICULTIES ARE MNPOUfQEO m EVEftYONE tHUOlVED. THE 
OEPAATRENT OF 'sTNTE AND THIS EYIBaSSY COKSIOENS THE NFIFARE AID 
PROTECTION OF V,l. CITIIEN eNllfllEH TAttH flUERlEAS TO IE A VERY 

iHPORTixr INS miovs nattfr. the ekrassy has aqllqkg this case 
SINCE ISBS AND VE NAVE ATTENPTEO TO PROVlOE HRi. STOVERS AND HER 
OAUGRTEI Vim EVERY POSSIBlE ASSISTANCE AVAUARU WDCR V.S. LAV. 

HE NAVE INUESTIGATEO HRS. STONENS' ALIESRTIONS OF HER DAUfimR'S 

RIUSE AT THE HANDS OF HER FATHER AND STEP-HCrHER. MlllE VE AGREE 

THAT ARZAO IS LIVING If AN ENVINONHENT THAT IS NAROLY IDEAL. ME NAUE 

NOT BEEN AtlE TO VNCOVEA WT SOUS EVIDENCE OF SERIOUS PHYSiSOL 

ABUSE. NONETHELESS. Vk NAVE offERED TO RAISE HRS. STOVERS' CONCERNS 

RECARDINC ANUAS'E TREAINENT YITH SABOI AUTHORITIES AND A» THAT TVET/ 

INVESTIGATE POSSIBLE MUSE. MS. STOVFRS HAS OECLINEO OUt tfgE L^Y; ^ 

NITH RttASD TO TINS. STOKIS' NEWEIT THAI JHE E«8«St ASSIST NEl 
OAUGNIER IN DEfAlTINS SAUDI ARABIA. CONSULAR OFFICERS ARE RES1IICTED 
BY U.S. lAUi IHTERNArioRAl COHKHTIONS ANO LAVS IN FOREIGN COUIIIRiES 
IN NHAT ACT^lWS K RAY lECAUY TME IN SUCH CASES. Eol INSIANQ. 

OONSULAR OFFICERS NAVE NO LEGAL AUTNORITY TO TAU PIYSICAL CUSTODY 
OF CNIIDREH AND'NETURN THEN TO THE REOUESTiNG PARENT. NoR CAN K 
FORCE THE AIDVCTINC PARENT TO CONSENT TO A VISIT BY TNI OTHER 
PARENI. IF THE PARENTS CANNOT REACH flH ASREEHENT. THEY flUSt IME 
TNEIR OISfUIE TO COURT. COURTS IH FOREIGN COUNTRIES. LINE U.S. 

COURTS. HAVE JURISDICTION OVER PEOPLE RESIDING IN THEIR TERRITORY. 
regardless OF THEIR CITIZENSHIP. AND TREY DECIDE CHUB CUSTODY CASES 

ON THE 6ASIS Of THEIR OVN OSHESriC RELATIONS LAN. 

NHllE AIUWI IS INDEED AN AKRICAK ClTlIENi SHE I5 SISD A CITIZEN OF 
SAUDI AIABIA THROUGH KEN FATHER. IN FACT. THE CDVERNNENT Of SAilI)l 
ARABIA DOES NOT AECOGNIZE DUAL NATIONALITY AND CONSIDERS UJAB ONLY 
TO IE A SAUDI CITIZEN, SINCE ARJAD IS LIVING IN SAUDI aRADIA. 9«E 
IS THEIEFORE SUBJECT TO SAUDI LAV,. UNDER SAUDI LAV. A OAVGNTER (tM 


„ Sp- 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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U»;X0 CAA , 


April 5;|2002 


Nov. 1^90 Came to Saudi Arabia. My children had beoi kidnapped in 1985 by my 
;Saudj.eQ;Thu:sband,-^i2af,K^heed;IUdwan. : ;; ; . _ 

Dec- 19^90 (first or second week I toolcmy two children, Rasheed and Amjad . 
Radwan to the embassy. Karla Reed, vice consul or consular general of die embassy, 
was very angry about nie being there^ She said &e American embassy was not on U.S. 
territory like other U.S. embassies throughout Ae world, and the Saudi authorities 
could dome in if they wanted, to zind arrest me^ She tried to convince me that what 1 
was'dbing wourdhiirt other American nioffiers hying to coihC h) SSiidi Arabia' to' see' ' ' 
their clilildren. When all her entreaties and tiireats did not work, she spent a lot df time 
On thB'.'^Xine and then' catled intheMarine goante.who'phjSfcaHy picked Airgad up ‘ • 
and earned her off the premises. Embassy personnel drove us in an embassy car lo my 
ex-TTW^er-in-tew^s-housc-since-wc-had nowhere-to-gO; despite prote^^^m me that-I 
would in trouble from my ex-husband and the Saudi authorities. She thought I was 
exaggejrating.. • . 

Dec. ] 990 to June 1991 1 try to get legal residency to stay in the country. Saudis that 
. tiy:iQilelpmLe.say th.ereisD.o;dtmgth.cy.fi^do because.!,ajp:PO.a,blacI^.§t.. 


June 12, 1991 My son and I are arrested by Saudi police. At the police starion I’ani ' 
book^^^d ^ t^e me outside to put me in a paddywagon to go to the prison. 

my soh falls on fiis ioiees and says, “ Oft'l^ibm” save rne!”'rteH hirh 'to go 'to the 

houseipf a.princess I had been tutoring and tell her what is happening. I spend three 
' days iiji’fKe'AlDudi'ArSijth prfibn m BaathaVPiihdessFahadablnt AbdulIali'getS me ' 
.releaa^. She spent one year getting me legal residency because the Saudi government 
had TO inVd’Sii’gate me, - • 

•• Thrn^ few years are stressful and hearAreaking. My daughter femained-witb her 
fathcti and I was only allowed to see her twice a month In a hotel lobby. My son 
suffered a nervous breakdown (conversion reaction) and is admitted to Fabd Hospital 
-in-Riy!adb;after-I..got him removed from a-ftin down.rijenta) hospital he had been . '. 
locked up ic by his father. My son cried several times to escape from Saudi Arabia, 

. but WMan-estcdneaiL.Bahcain-.He.evenfuaJly.sucpeededJui.l997.. 

1998^My ex-husband has my daughter married off when she is 12 years old. She runs 
away. and, comes to me. We go into hiding for more ttian 2 years. The Saudi 
government, tlirough the governor of Riyadh's office (Prince Ahmad) threaten to 
deport me if 1 don ’t give my daughter back to her father. My sponsor, Princess FaJiada 
bint Abdullah, daughter of Crown Prince Abdullah, sends me a message at my job 
that if I don’t give my dauber back to her father, I will be deported. 1 refuse. My 
'daughter and I meet with a bureaucrat from Prince Ahmad’s office at Princess 
Fahada’s house. He shows roe a big file the govemirient has on me and tells me to 
give my daughter back to her father. I refuse. We go to the embassy to make a 
statement. We wait to see what happens next 


I EXHIBIT 

I 
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Abduction of Alia and Aisha Al-Ghesheyan to Saudi Arabia 
Time-Line 


1985 

Ms. Roush, who went to Saudi Arabia on a visit with 
her husband, BChalid Al-Ghesheyan (a Saudi national) , 
leaves Saudi Arabia with the girls with an Embassy 
repatriation loan. She shows embassy officials 
evidence of physical trauma and states that her 
husband beat her and broke several of her ribs all 
within sight of her girls. Mr. Al-Ghesheyan is from 
an influential Saudi family. 

1986 

Jan Khalid Al-Ghesheyan abducts his daughters, Alia and 
Aisha, from Cicero, Illinois to Saudi Arabia. A 
warrant for his arrest is issued by the Circuit Court 
of Cook County for child abduction. Embassy officials 
speak to Mr. Al-Ghesheyan, who refuses to return the 
children or to allow a consular visit- He insists 
that future contacts with him in connection with the 
welfare of his daughters be made through the Saudi 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MFA) . Embassy Riyadh 
sends a diplomatic note to the MFA. Consular officers 
speak to Roush and give her informational fliers and a 
list of attorneys in Saudi Arabia. 

Feb Senator Dixon becomes actively involved in attempts to 
return the children to the U.S. 

Mar After Mr. Al-Ghesheyan refuses a request from the 
Embassy to visit the girls, the embassy sends a 
diplomatic note to the Saudi MFA requesting assistance 
in arranging a welfare and whereabouts visit. Several 
conversations are held between Embassy officials and 
Ms. Roush. Several letters are exchanged between DOS 
and various USG officials. 

Apr Mr. Al-Ghesheyan refuses request from the Embassy to 
visit the girls. 

July Amb. Cutler meets with Prince Salman, Governor of 
Riyadh to appeal on humanitarian grounds for the 
return of the children. Cutler is advised that Ms. 
Roush should pursue the case in Shari 'a court for 
resolution . 


g EXHIBIT 
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Nov With assistance from the Riyadh Governorate, a 
consular officer visits the children. 


1987 

Mar U.S. District Court, Northern District of Illinois, 

issues UFAP warrant for Mr. Al-Ghesheyan. Department 
officials meet with Saudi Embassy officials to discuss 
the case . 

Apr Department officials continue meetings with Saudi 
Embassy officials. 

May Embassy Riyadh renews its efforts to meet with Saudi 
officials and members of the Al-Ghesheyan family. 

Amb. Cutler briefs the King's private secretary on the 
case. Cutler discusses the case with Prince Saud Al- 
Faisal, Saudi Foreign Minister. Embassy Consular 
Counselor meets with Deputy Governor Abdullah Blehad 
to ask the Emirate's help in arranging a visit with 
the children . 

Jun Hearings on custody cases in Saudi Arabia are held 
before the House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on 
Europe and the Middle East. Ms. Roush testifies at 
the hearings . 

Jul With assistance from the Riyadh Governorate, consular 
officers visit the children for one hour. 

Sep J. Edward Fox, A/S for Legislative Affairs, writes 

several Senators and Members of Congress that based on 
meetings between high level Saudi officials and 
American diplomatic representatives, it has become 
clear that the Saudi government views child custody 
disputes as private matters between the parents of 
children, and the ability of the U.S. Government to 
intervene on behalf of Ms. Roush is limited. 

Oct Newly-arrived in Saudi Arabia, U.S. Amb. Hume Horan 
raises the Al-Ghesheyan case with Saudi Crown Prince 
Abdullah. 

Nov Amb. Horan meets with Riyadh Governor, Prince Salman 

Bin Abdulaziz. Consular Counselor meets the following 
day with the Deputy Governor who stresses the need for 
Ms. Roush to pursue the case in Saudi courts. Ms. 
Roush is upset that there is still discussion of a 
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legal solution and says she has no faith in the 
Shari 'a court system, VP Bush meets with Crown Prince 
Abdullah in Washington and raises the Al-Ghesheyan 
case. 


1988 

Jan An Embassy consular officer meets with Alia and Aisha 
and their father on January 10. Mr. Al-Ghesheyan says 
he would not agree to further visits because of the 
disturbances they caused his current household. He 
refuses requests for photographs of the children. 

Amb. Horan discusses case at length with Sen. Dixon. 

Mar A letter signed by 54 Senators is sent to King Fahd. 

Apr Embassy Riyadh sends demarche to Prince Salman, 

Governor of Riyadh. (Note: For unrelated reasons. 

King Fahd asks the US to replace Amb. Horan. This is 
the first time an American ambassador has been 
withdrawn at Saudi request since the countries 
established diplomatic relations in 1933.) 

May Ms. Roush tell DOS officials that Saudi attorney Saleh 
Al-Hejailan will sponsor her trip to Saudi Arabia and, 
upon her arrival in Saudi, serve Mr. Al-Ghesheyan with 
some unspecified order which would allow her to have 
custody of the children while in Saudi Arabia. Al- 
Hejailan would also arrange a meeting among Gov. 

Salman, Vice Governor Prince Satam, the Deputy Foreign 
Minister, Mr. Al-Ghesheyan, Ms. Roush, himself and a 
representative from the U.S. Embassy. Ms. Roush said 
that Al-Hejailan believes that this meeting would 
result in Mr. Al-Ghesheyan agreeing to allow exit 
visas for the children and that Ms. Roush would then 
be able to leave Saudi with the children. Ms. Roush 
is convinced that Al-Hejailan can make this happen if 
the Embassy will show its interest by attending the 
meeting. She suggests that Amb. Cutler attend the 
proposed meeting. Amb. Cutler indicated his 
willingness to attend the meeting. However, Amb. 
Cutler's confirmation was delayed. Dept, did not 
object to Charge Dunford attending the meeting and 
instructed the Embassy to contact Al-Hejailan to 
discuss the meeting. Ms. Roush says she does not want 
to stay anywhere during her visit except on an Embassy 
compound. Embassy and Department officials inform Ms. 
Roush that she cannot stay on an Embassy compound. 
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Jun Ms. Roush is scheduled to travel to Saudi Arabia and 
meetings are arranged with high ranking Saudi 
officials. Ms. Roush cancels the trip citing security 
concerns and the fact that a visit with her daughters 
had not been guaranteed. 

Sep Ms. Roush files a claim for return of her children in 
Saudi court . 

Oct Embassy Riyadh assists Ms. Roush’s American attorney, 
Franklin Scharf, to arrange a meeting with Mr. Al- 
Ghesheyan. The Embassy assists Scharf in arranging a 
visit by Ms. Roush to Saudi Arabia. Mr. Al-Ghesheyan 
refuses to permit the girls to travel to the U.S. or 
to grant permission for Ms. Roush to receive a Saudi 
visa. He says he will no neither until the criminal 
charges against him are dropped. Embassy of Saudi 
Arabia in Washington DC declines Ms. Roush’s 
application for a visa because Mr. Al-Ghesheyan has 
not agreed to the visa. 

1989 

Feb Embassy Riyadh^ s request for a welfare/whereabouts 
visit with the girls is refused. Amb. Cutler meets 
with Foreign Minister Saud on- the Roush case. 

Oct Embassy Riyadh requests a welfare/whereabouts visit 
with the girls and is refused. 

Dec Embassy Riyadh requests a welfare/whereabouts visit 
with the girls and is refused. 

1994 

An Embassy consular officer is able to visit with 
Aisha only. 

1995 

Jun Attorney Saleh Al-Hejailan sponsors Ms. Roush for a 
visit to Riyadh and pays for her trip. Mr. Al- 
Ghesheyan permits her to meet with her daughters -- 
for two hours in a hotel room without their father 
present and with an Embassy FSN translating. Mr. Al- 
Ghesheyan was in an adjoining hotel room. After the 
visit, Mr. Al-Ghesheyan refuses to permit another 
visit . 
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1996 

Jan The Saudi Foreign Ministry floats a proposal for 

shared custody under which the girls would spend the 
summer months in the U.S. with Ms. Roush and the 
reminder of the year in Saudi Arabia. In return, all 
arrest warrants against Mr. Al-Ghesheyan would be 
dropped. The Foreign Ministry recommends assigning an 
attorney to each side to begin talking about the 
details of a formal arrangement. 

Jan Neither Mr. Al-Ghesheyan nor Ms. Roush ever accept the 
above compromise. 

Apr Embassy officials meet many times with Mr. Al- 

Ghesheyan in attempts to persuade him to accept the 
compromise. Later, Mr. Al-Ghesheyan refuses any 
future contact with the Embassy. The Embassy 
institutes procedures to carefully screen visa 
requests from the Al-Ghesheyan family- When visas 
were requested. Embassy officers used the visa 
interview to raise the Roush case with family members. 
One family member, a Colonel in the Royal Saudi Air 
Force, recommends that a yearly visit might be 
possible if the right approach were made to Mr. Al- 
Ghesheyan. He says the Al-Ghesheyan family might be 
willing to finance Ms. Roush's travel and stay in 
Riyadh. He asks that Ms. Roush send a conciliatory 
letter to the family expressing regret for a number of 
"insulting” letters she had sent the family over the 
past year. During this time, the Consular Counselor 
in Riyadh is in weekly contact with Ms. Roush. Ms. 
Roush refuses the offer to send a conciliatory letter 
and accuses Embassy officials of siding with Mr. Al- 
Ghesheyan. Ms. Roush breaks off contact with Embassy 
Riyadh . 

Apr Amb. Mabus departs Saudi Arabia regretting that there 
was no resolution to the Roush case. 

May The Secretary meets with Saudi Ambassador, Prince 
Bandar, and discusses the Roush case. 

1997 

May Amb. Fowler meets in Washington with Prince Bandar. 
Prince Bandar obtains written approval from Mr. Al- 
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Ghesheyan for Ms. Roush to visit the girls in Riyadh. 
Ms. Roush proposes a meeting in a third country, but 
Mr. Al-Ghesheyan refuses. The visit does not occur. 

1997 to 2000 

Embassy Riyadh works with attorney Saleh Al-Hejailan 
to convince Mr. Al-Ghesheyan to allow another visit by 
Ms. Roush. Amb. Fowler is personally involved in 
these efforts, which are not successful. 


2000 

Mar Ms . Roush renews her requests for the Department of 

State to facilitate a meeting among her daughters and 
her in Riyadh and to assist Alia and Aisha depart 
Saudi Arabia. The Department and Embassy Riyadh 
conclude that the necessary first step is to determine 
the wishes of Alia and Aisha, since both have reached 
their majority. Embassy Riyadh initiates contact with 
Mr. Al-Ghesheyan, to request his permission for a 
consular officer to visit his daughters and to allow 
Ms. Roush to meet them. Mr. Al-Ghesheyan refuses to 
execute the statement of "no objection" necessary for 
Ms. Roush's Saudi visa. 

Sep Ms. Roush again requests State Department assistance 
in facilitating a visit to Saudi Arabia. Embassy 
Riyadh contacts attorney Al-Hejailan, who says he is 
willing to sponsor Ms. Roush for a visa but not to pay 
for her trip. Al-Hejailan states that Mr. Al- 
Ghesheyan' s permission is necessary to enable Ms. 

Roush to actually see her daughters once she arrives 
in Riyadh. 

Oct Amb. Fowler works with attorney Al-Hejailan to try to 
convince Mr. Al-Ghesheyan to allow Ms. Roush to visit 
her daughters. Although Amb. Fowler is hopeful, these 
efforts are not immediately successful. 

2001 

Mar Near Eastern Affairs A/S Edward Walker meets Saudi 
Ambassador Prince Bandar and asks his assistance in 
facilitating a visit with Alia and Aisha by a female 
U.S. consular officer in Riyadh. 

Apr A/s Walker signs a letter to Prince Bandar renewing 

his request that Saudi authorities facilitate a visit 
with the Al-Ghesheyan sisters by a U.S. consul. 
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Apr U.S. Charge d 'Affaires in Riyadh, Charles Brayshaw, 
requests assistance from the Governor of Riyadh, 

Prince Salman, to facilitate a visit by a consular 
officer with Alia and Aisha. The Department provides 
talking points to reinforce Charge Brayshaw 's efforts. 

Apr Undersecretary of State for Political Affairs Marc 
Grossman meets with the Foreign Affairs Advisor to 
Crown Prince Abdullah and requests his assistance in 
facilitating a consular visit with Alia and Aisha. 

The advisor states he will brief the Crown Prince on 
the case if Embassy Riyadh's efforts to engage the 
support of the Governor of Riyadh are not successful. 

May Embassy Riyadh sends a formal letter to the Governor 
of Riyadh, outlining the case and requesting his 
assistance in helping Ms. Roush reestablish contact 
with her daughters. 

Jun Consul General Thomas Furey meets with the Governor 

Salman and requests assistance in arranging a consular 
visit with Alia and Aisha. The Governor says he is 
prepared to give all possible assistance and 
designates the Deputy Governor to arrange the details. 
Consul General Furey meets with the Deputy Governor. 

Jun The Deputy Governor of Riyadh meets with Mr, Al- 

Ghesheyan and afterwards informs Embassy Riyadh that 
Mr. Al-Ghesheyan will permit a female consul to meet 
with Alia and Aisha. 

Jul The Deputy Governor of Riyadh informs Embassy Riyadh 
that Alia recently married a member of the Al- 
Ghesheyan extended family. 

Jul Ms. Roush informs Embassy Riyadh of her desire that, 
if a consul meets her daughters, the consul should: 

-- attempt to meet with the young women alone, without 
Mr. Al-Ghesheyan present 

-- give her daughters Ms. Roush's phone number and e- 
mail address 

-- try to take photographs of her daughters 

-- Ask Mr. Al-Ghesheyan to allow Aisha to visit Ms. 

Roush in the U.S. 

-- Ask Alia if she and her husband would meet Ms. 

Roush in Italy in October 
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Aug Riyadh Charge Brayshaw and Consul Charles Glatz meet 
with Mr. Al-Ghesheyan to arrange details for a 
consular visit with Alia and Aisha. Consul Glatz 
provides Mr. Al-Ghesheyan with Ms. Roush's contact 
information and urges him to encourage his daughters 
to communicate directly with Ms. Roush by phone or e- 
mail. Mr. Al-Ghesheyan promises to consult with his 
daughters about their meeting with a consular officer. 
He extends an invitation to Ms . Roush to come to 
Riyadh for a one-hour meeting with Alia, Aisha and 
himself , 

Aug Mr. Al-Ghesheyan phones Embassy Riyadh and states that 
neither of his daughters wishes to meet with a 
consular officer. He says Aisha would like to see her 
mother if Ms. Roush would come to Riyadh. He says 
Aisha probably will phone Ms. Roush to reestablish 
contact with her. 

Aug Ms . Roush informs the Department of State and Embassy 
Riyadh that she would agree to travel to Saudi Arabia 
but only under specified conditions: 

-- she be able to meet with both daughters three hours 
a day for eight consecutive days 

-- Mr. Al-Ghesheyan not be present at the meetings 
- - she be able to take photographs of her daughters 
-- she be escorted during her trip by a "third party," 
potentially her lawyer or a congressional staffer. 

-- her travel expenses be assumed by the Department of 
State or some other organization 

-- U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia Robert Jordan 
accompany her to meetings with the Crown Prince, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, and Interior Minister and 
support her positions at those meetings. These 
meetings must be confirmed before her travel. 

Sep Embassy Riyadh continues efforts to persuade Mr. Al- 
Ghesheyan to agree to a visit by a consular officer 
with Alia and Aisha. 

Sep Ms . Roush informs Embassy Riyadh she had spoken 

briefly on the phone with Aisha and Mr. Al-Ghesheyan. 

Oct Department of State instructs Embassy Riyadh to 
continue its efforts to arrange a direct meeting 
between a consular officer and Alia and Aisha. (The 
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Department thinks such a meeting is necessary to 
observe first hand the well-being of the two young 
women and to learn directly from them their desires 
regarding their future relationship with their mother. 
Embassy Riyadh also would like to obtain Privacy Act 
waivers from the sisters in order to keep Ms. Roush 
informed of their well-being. In the current absence 
of such waivers, the Department has instructed Embassy 
Riyadh to keep Ms. Roush informed of its efforts to 
meet with her daughters but to refrain from relaying 
second-hand information about them.) 
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OVERVIEW 


This is a brief summary of the tragic, international kidnapping of Alia and Aisha Gheshayan 
to Saudi Arabia. They are two American women who were whisked away from the United 
States and their American mother when were small children. They were illegally kidnapped 
from their custodial parent, and taken away by their Saudi Arabian father whom they hardly 
knew to a strange land with customs and a religion that were harsh and foreign. They were never 
allowed any communication with their American mother and femily. 

Although baptized Christians, they were forced into siAmission to practice a strict form of 
islam from the fanatical wahabi sect. Their father forced them to go to Mecca for the ‘Haj ’ and to 
recite the Koran (attachment). They lived in the Saudi Arabian desert for almost sixteen years 
with their father who has been diagnosed by American docl<M‘s as a “i^ranoid schizophrenic”. 
(Please note attached psychiatric recortfa). 

Alia and Aisha have been denied all their rights under the Constitution of the United States, 
and the U.S. State Department has continually referred to “Saudi family law and Islamic law” 
when asked to intervene on their behave to the Saudi authorities. These women have been 
incommunicado with the entire Western world and forgotten Ity the land of their birth, America. 

Now twenty-three and nineteen years of age. Alia and Aisha Gheshayan are living out a ‘life 
sentence’ in Saudi Arabia. They can never leave the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia without the 
permission of a male relative. Alia was sold into ^ arranged marriage in June 200 1 . Her father 
made a contract for her virginity with a relative who paid him for Alia’s body. I received a 
phone call from the State Department on June 28, 2001 telling me that my daughter was married. 

A daughter’s Wedding Day is supposed to be a very happy occasion for her mother. I wasn’t 
even told about it nor invited. My daughter was forbidden to call me and tell me she was 
married. I don’t know how to contact her and the U.S. Embassy-Riyadh refused to assist me as 
does the State Department in Washington. 

My dau^ter, Aisha, is nineteen years of age. The foreign service national who works at the 
U.S. Embassy-Riyadh, Mazen Shaban, told me that her &ther is actively seeking a rich man to 
sell her into another such marriage. He told me that Khaiid Gheshayan has five other children 
with his Saudi wife and is “tired of Aisha”. 

I was able to obtain the mobile phone number of KJbalid Gheshayan in September 2001 from 
the U.S. Embassy-Riyadh. I phoned him September 5, 2001 and he ‘allowed’ me to speak with 
Aisha. She hardly speaks English but joyfully bleated out the words, “Hello, Mom. I love you. I 
love you. Come to Riyadh. Mom, come here, please”. 

The phone was then taken away from her and her &ther has never allowed me to speak with 
her again nor has he given me the telephone number of my daughter. Alia. 

I have struggled for sixteen years to tell the world about the abuse and mistreatment of my 
daughters abandoned in the Najd desert of Saudi Arabia. I have been forced to supplicate myself 
for so long and endured such cruelty and abuse from the U.S. State Department and the Saudi 
Arabian government, that it is a miracle 1 have not lost hope. 

The stories appearing now in all forms of media about the cruel, sadistic treatment of women 
by the Taliban are no less dian the punishment that my daughters have had to endure in Saudi 
Arabia. The subjugation of women in Saudi Arabia is well documented - sexual apartheid. 
Women are not allowed to drive cars or travel anywhere without permission from a man. In fact, 
my girls cannot leave their villa without the permission of a man. They must cover themselves 
in black from head to toe before leaving their residence. 
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No man can see them except their closest relatives. Saudi Islamic law forbids cinema, women 
in restaurants, public meetings. The religious police navigate the shopping malls and market 
places with large sticks to attack anyone who does not comply to their strict standards. Honor 
killings are not imcommon in Saudi Arabia, often with the girl’s own father or brother taking her 
life for the slightest rumor or untruth about the girl’s behavior. 

I have worked tirelessly over the last sixteen years to have my daughters’chains cut I have 
been very successful in having legislation passed and treaties signed. The U.S. signed the Hague 
Treaty on the Civil Aspects of Intemationd Child Abduction in 1987 due to my case. The Office 
of Children’s Issues was created because of my lobbying and work with Senator Alan Dixon. 

The International Parental Kidnapping Act was conceived by me and put into motion by 
Senator Dixon. Senator Diane Feinstein worked to have a special section concerning the 
retention of visas to the United States for an abductor’s family due to my work with former U.S. 
Ambassador to Saudi Arabia, Raymond Mabus. The Intematioiml Religious Freedom Act has a 
separation section concerning forced conversation of abducted minor children because of Alia 
and Aisha. 

Senator Alan Dixon and I worked for four years to have the children released. We had 
negotiated a “done deal” with the Saudi Ambassador, Prince Bandar Bin Sultaa Ten months 
after the girls were kidnapped an arrangement was made to allow them to be ‘transferred to 
London to a boarding school’. This would allow tl^ girls to be placed outside of the jurisdiction 
of Saudi Arabia and to allow me to bring them home. It was agreed upon by the Sau^s due to 
the extreme pressure in the U.S. Senate in 1986. Senator Dixon was asking that arras packages 
be held up until the girls were returned. Everything in place. The Saudis only asted that the 
then U.S. Amb^s^or, Walter Cutler, attend a meeting with the Governor of Riyadh, Prince 
Salman. 

At the eleventh hour the State Department refused to allow the Ambassador to go into that 
meeting and sent the Embassy in Riyadh strict instructions to “remain neutral”. I have these 
unclassified cables and have included them for your review. The Saudis then told me, “Your 
government will not help you and your State Department doesn’t want you. You will see your 
children if and when we decide”. The Saudis then proceeded to video tape my daughters in their 
captor’s home and sent that tape to the U.S. Embassy-Riyadh. 

I then was never allowed any calls or contact with my daughters. Gheshayan told me on the 
telephone, “You are never allowed to see them agaia Alia just stays in a room all day and cries 
for you”. 

I then hired three paramilitary teams to rescue my daughters. Two men were killed on 
January 18, 1991 trying to rescue my girls. (Please read, “Guns, Money & Tears”). I fotmd out 
that Gheshayan and his father had entered the United States two years after the kidnapping of my 
daughters while I had U.S. Federal warrants in place. State of Illinois felony kidnapping warrants 
and Interpol Red Alert Notices for Gheshayan’s arrest. He and his father were given Diplomatic 
Visas and entered through INS without any problems. The ‘Special Relationship’ between Saudi 
Arabia and the U.S. Goverrunent is used again and again against me and my daughters. The State 
Department refers to the Saudis as “their clients”. They have used this term over and over again 
during my sixteen year ordeal. I have asked them, “If the Saudis are your clients, who am I?” 

Finally, in 1995 U.S. Ambassador Ray Mabus received permission for me to visit my girls - 
ten years after they were stolen from me. They were thirteen and sixteen years of age- June 13, 
1995. I went to Riyadh and was promised that I would be able to see them everyday for one 
month. Prince Bandar signed my visa. I was in a room off the lobby in the Intercontinental 
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Hotel when my daughters were brought in to see me. They were wearing long, black veils and 
stood at the door. I didn’t recognize them but ran to them and threw my arms around them and 
kissed them and told them I loved them repeatedly. 

Tears were streaming down their cheeks, their ey^ were sad and downcast. They told me 
they loved me and begged me not leave without tt^m. Their father told them they would never 
see me again. I was not allowed to even take a photograph. I was searched like a criminal and 
then my daughters were taken away again. I never saw them again nor spoke with them except 
for the brief conversation with my beloved Aisha in Sqitember. 

After I left Riyadh in June 1995 Ray Mabm went to every major Saudi Prince asking for the 
release of my daughters. This list included: Prince Bandar, Saudi Ambassador to the United 
States, Prince Saud Bin Faisal, Minister of Foreign Af&irs, Prince Naif, Minister of the Interior, 
Prince Salman, Governor of Riyadh, and Crown Prince Abdullah. Mr. Mabus successfiilly held 
up the visas to all members of Gheshayan’s family. He received a Diplomatic Note from the 
Minster of Foreign Affairs granting the release of my daughters. He received the permission of 
Crown Prince Abdullah for the release of the girls inhfey 1996. Mabus granted a visa to one of 
Gheshayan’s relatives who w£^ suffering from cancer and sought treatment in Houston, Texas. 
The Crown Prince was gmteful and granted the fevor Mabus asked which was the children’s 
freedom. 

Unfortunately, Ray Mabus resigned as U.S. Ambassador just two weeks before the girls were 
to be released. He told me, “Don’t worry, Pat. I haw made believers out of the State 
Department and they will continue with everytibing I have in place”. 

As soon as Mabus was gone, the deal was gone. Tlie incoming Ambassador was Wyche 
Fowler, Jr., a former U.S. Senator from Georgia, a Clinton appointee. He told my lawyer, 
Michael J. Wildes from Wildes & Weinberg, “Mr. Wildes, you are out of line here. The deal is 
dead. The Saudis trust me”. Fowler never permitted the U.S. Embassy-Riyadh to continue with 
the final arrangements for the departure of my dau^ters. He should be held accountable for his 
actions. (I have included conversations with Ray Mabus on attachment). 

Twenty-three U.S. Senators signed a letter to Colin Powell asking for his direct intervention 
in helping secure the release and repatriation of Alia and Aisha Gheshayan to the United States. 
This letter was hand delivered to Secretary of State Powell in June 2001 . There has been a brief 
response from the State Department legal advisor stating that the Embassy in Riyadh is trying to 
make a health and welfare visit with the girls. 

The newly appointed U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia, Robert Jordan, was questioned about 
the case at his Confirmation Hearing before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee in 
September. His verbal response was that he knew of the matter. His written response was that he 
would encourage a communication between me and the girls, and the girls would be given the 
telephone number of American Citizen Services. 

What does a telephone number for American Citizen Services mean to two women locked up 
in a medieval madness? 

Mr. Jordan, Assistant Secretary Bill Biuns (Near East Bureau), Karen Sasahara (Saudi Desk) 
constantly ignore my letters, faxes, telephone calls. The State Department “Special 
Relationship” with the Saudis is now reported <mi daily by world media. The Saudi government 
and their public relations firms are doing an incredible amount of damage control - four page 
ads in The New York Times and Washington Post, depicting little Saudi girls looking throu^ a 
microscope while the King looks on lovingly. Prince Bandar and Adel Jubair on making rare TV 
appearances and the Saudi Foreign Mnister is in Washington almost every other week. 
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It would be so easy for our high level Slate Dej^rtment officials to make the request that my 
two daughters by allowed to visit the United States. But my pleas are just ignored and these 
State Department officials such as Ms. Sasahara abuse me by telling me, “You aie so negative!” 

Now everyone is talking about “The War”. Since September 11, some have suggested that 
“little matters” like the fate of my daughters can “wait” until “important” matters like the war are 
taken care of. I suggest that this is backwards: I suggest that if our government will not make 
the Saudis behave reasonable and humanely in a small matter - namely allowing a couple of 
young American women to return to the land of tiieir birth, from which they were criminally 
abducted— they will hardly be successful in getting the Saudis to stop their support for terrorism. 
The same bigoted, fanatical, wahabi mindset tfiat blew up die WTC has held my two daughters 
prison for the last sixteen years. 

President Bush has said the world must choose sides - for the terrorists, or against them. The 
Saudis can start to choose the right side by letting my daughters come home. 

The release and repatriation of my American bom daughters is not such a big favor to ask 
from our dear allies who are being so very cooperative and working so closely with hi^ officials 
of the U.S. government. It is merely a favor from a fri«id. 


Patricia Roush 
Sacramento, California 
415 - 786-8797 
patroush@aol.com 
www.patroush.com 
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International Crime Alert 



Wanted by the U.S. Department of Justice 


Khalid Bin Hamad A1 GHESHIYAN 


Description: Khaiid Bio Hamad AI Gheshiyan was born in Riyadh, Saudi 
Arabia, on October 1st, 1949. He is one meter seventy centimeters in height and 
weighs abont sbcty-eight tcilograms. He has black hair, brown eyes, and an 
appendectomy scar. He may be wearing a mustache. AI Gheshiyan has a 
history of alcohol abuse and has been diagnosed as snffcring from paranoid 
schizophrenia. He was arrested in the U.S. numerous times for assault, public 
drunkenness, disturbing the peace, fraud, vandalism, driving while intoxicated, 
and other offences. AI Gheshiyan speakes Arabic and English. He has visited 
France and Britain in recent years. 


Case Description; Chicago, Illinois, January 25th, 1986. Patricia Roush and her two ' ' 

daughters -- Alia, aged seven, and Aisha, aged three and a half — visit the apartment of her ex-husband 
Khalid Bin Hamad AI Gheshiyan, a citizen of Saudi Arabia. Patricia had been awarded custody of the 
children by a U.S. court but agreed to permit their father to have the children for an overnight visit. He 
promised to return them to their mother the next day. Instead, he abducted the two girls and took them to 
Saudi Arabia. 


On January 28th, 1986, an Illinois court issues a warrant for Ai Gheshiyan’s arrest on charges of child 
abduction. Two days later, a federal district court charges him with unlawful flight to avoid 
prosecution. If you have any information concerning Khalid Bin Hamad AI Gheshiyan, you should 
contact the nearest U.S. embassy or consulate. The U.S. guarantees that all reports will be investigated 
and all information will be kept confidential. 
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MEMORANDUM 
TO: The Record 

FROM: AWB - Walter L. Cutler \j5i- 

SUBJECT: Meeting with Prince Salnan; Roush Case 


October 18, 1986 


EXHIBIT 

32 


During my meeting with Prince Salman October 14, I raised again the 
problem of the American-citi 2 en children of Mrs. Roush now living 
in Riyadh with their father against Mrs. Roush's will. 

I reminded Salman of our talk about this matter in July and said 
that I had hoped by now some resolution of the problem would have 
been found. Unfortunately, that was not the case, and Mrs. Roush 
remained adamant in her determination to have the children returned 
to the United States. She had contacted many members of Congress, 
some of whom had in turn come to us in support of her case. So 
far Mrs. Roush had not sought the support of the press, which of 
course would entail adverse publicity which neither of our coun- 
tries wished to see. However, she had provided us with documentation 
showing that the children's father was subject to a warrant for his 
arrest in the United States, had repeatedly been in trouble with 'the 
U.S. law and had had recurring treatment for alcoholism and emo- 
tional disturbances. Meanwhile, the young Roush daughters 
remained in Riyadh, not speaking the local language and, 
apparently, not attending any school. 


told Salman that U.S. laws and regulations 'pcohihlted'. me_Q r the 
.l ^tbass^ from ^coming activeXv involved with one or. tne other' 

f arty in a cnira cuatod^ case iuch as this. Nevertheless, we 
IcThave a responsibility for the welfare of U.S. citizens, and 
we therefore wished to *be supportive of efforts that might be 
made to resolve this case. In this regard, Mrs. Roush had con- 
tacted lawyer Salah Al-Hejailan, who, while not agreeing to for- 
mally act on her behalf, had agreed to try to help on a humani- 
tarian basis. Al-Hejailan had told me of his willingness to 
informally try and mediate this matter, and I had therefore agreed 
to mention his willingness to Governor Salman. Specifically, I 
suggested to Salman that he might request Al-Hejailan to undertake 
such an informal, out-of-court effort. I stipulated that, in 
accordance with out regulations, Al-Hejailan would not be acting 
or speaking for the Oobassy. 

Salman immediately reacted positively to this idea. ‘ He said he had 
known Al-Hejailan as a friend for many years, and that Al-Hejailan 
had undertaken such family mediation on a number of occasions. 
Salman said he would contact Al-Hejailan and ask him to do so in 
the Roush-Gheshayan case. Salman added that, should Al-Hejailan's 


t.tmtted official dss 
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effort not be successful, he (Salman) still believed that the issue 
could be pursued in the Sharia courts. 

NOTE: On October 15 I called Al-Hejailan to inform him of the 
results of ray talk with Salman- Al-Heiailan said he was prepared 
to proceed as soon as he had heard from Salman, and that he would 
keep Mrs. Roush and us informed. 


cc: 

DCM 

Mr. 

Walker 


CONS 

Mr- 

La Roche 


nea/abp- 

Mr- 

Craig 
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TAG3: CtOC; (Al -GMECBAYAK. AU B ANO AI 3 RAI 
SUBJECT: ABOUCIlOH OF AHA AHO AtlHA el-UltSlIAVM Br HON 

CUITOOMI PAREtll 



RCF: 'n) KUAOK OOlO 181 RIYAOH JOII ANB PKtTlOVO 

1. OCPI APrUCfAltO AECEIVIMO FHRA3ir'3 D( lAlllD HFl'ONiC 
ON EiioKi'i 7C a::i3t ri3. paIricia n. oousH onuuiCKi; 
b£RE ADUUCICO JAHUaRI lb AMD IaHFH ID SAUBl ARABIA. 1^ 
R130 RFCilMFO CaftRF3POIiOrilcmorl COHSRCS'UUH UUHM 0. 
iiPiH';ni CBiicEniJiiio aha auD aioha aHjOhc^aiaii. 
rOLLOUIKC. FOR POOI'S IKIQ, 1$ THE IEA1 OF BUB ICIHR 10 
nti. LIPIIIORI: 

3. *1 AR Riri'TlllC TO IDIIR IIITEH U BARCK 14 OH KKAlF 01 

no. PATRICIA n. R0I/3K VHOOC ORUbKTtRC. AHA AND AlCHA 
UOHEUKAUui bCRT ASnutUO ET IlS. R0U3H' S {X-HOIBAKO, 
RHALIO B(-OR('JrAIAH, OR JUjUARY 20 AllQ TAMCN 10 SAOOl 
BRBblA. 

1 . UHIU UT CAR CERIAINIT UIiOERCTAKD HS. ROUSH'S ECSIfte 
10 HAVE 31 lA AIID AISHA REIURREU 10 IRC OUIKO SIaUS. 3 H| 
RAIUAF Alio DPE or ASSISTnnCC VE CAH RINACA tH CKUO 
CU'nOOY HAlURS >: EaIFEHCIY HHItRO. FOR eXAnPLI, OM 

CONSUIBR ornciR: BBROAO catl COHQUCI UEIFMC chccxs oh the 
PHYSICAL BBS MNIAI UElL-geiRC OF CKFLORYR OHO IBEIR 
SOCIAL SOAPIATIOH. HOKWER, IKET C 4 WM)? lAKt mitOY OF 
THESE CHILDREN OR FORCE 1 HEH TO UE REtURKCO TO IR( VIII (CO 
STATES, HElIHER ARE HET IN I POStllOH TO ASSIST A PAREHI 
IN ACQLIIRIHC PHTSICAL CUSTODY Of A CKILO IllEOAllY OR 61 
OECErilOII. 


Rpr. 21 2002 10:56PM P7 

OUTGOING 
TELEGRAM ,f7 

■ ' ? t- 

y ' 

TO AscrRiAiH me welfare or. alia bud aisha and to fiuo out 

ms lUJiSTlCHS VI»» RfSPrCT TO HIS &AU<,HTERS' fiffORK TO THE 
UHinS SIATES. II BECKIU ClE«R OURIHO IHE EtIEASSY'S 

msoissioii'j yMH hr. al-Oheshatak that he ujs not inclihed 
ro HETuRH Ills DRUCHTERS TO IhE UMUB STATE S. WE 
UBOtSSTAIlfl FHAI UNDER SaHQI LAW CHIIPIIEN flUST HAVE THEIR 
FAtHEB'S PERHISSIOB to TRrWEL before the SAUDI aOVERHHElU 
tfILt AUIHOBIIF IHfia OFPCBTUHF FBQH ^lAUPI ARABIA , THE 
RESUtlJ Of IME EntilSSY'S CONWEBSAllOll WITH OR, 

AT-CMESaAlAll WERE COIIVEYES TO nS. ROUSH ON FEBRUAfll J. ON 
FtFAWRY iS. SHE COWTACJfC THE EftSftSSr AColH 10 MtRI OUR 
OFFICIALS THAI B VBRSAlIT HAO OEEA ISSUED or THE COON 
CCOTiF CISCUII COURT FOR fl*. AL-CHESIIAYAN'S ARREST IN 
COHNECIIOII UiTH THE XIOIIuPPIMC OF ALIA MHO A1SHA. 

I. etSPlK THE BnoUHT Of PRESSURE INAI HAY BE BROlUjHT TO 
BEAR OH HR. Al-CKi'SHAYAH. BASED DH PAST EXPERIEHCE IN 
DEAiiMc v«m ciiHO iieouciiaH cases, ue are hoi hopefui 
|H at Nt Ultl HOUOB ns. ROUSH'S BEQOCSI TO fiCTHFU Al lA AIID 
AISM. lU IHE oDSEUCE or LEAAt P9DCEEPIUCS IliSIllUlEe III 
SAUSt AUBIA. IK Ifie Evnir n-S. SOHSIl HA'S NOT RECElVEO HIE 
list OF AIIURIIEIS fOflUlIHUtO 10 HER SEvERliL VEEKS RLO. WC 
HAVE ENCLOSED IUIOrH[S IISI FOR HER USE. IHE AITORIlEY IK 
SA8CI AfiASIu SIIOilLD BE ABLE TO IRFORfl nS. ROUSH OF, THE 

WHAl tfFECI. [f\h«, U.S. court ORDERS CRAnTlIir^STODY IQ 
ONE FARIY WOULD HAVE IK THE SAUDI JUDICIAL STSIEII. 

ASSIIMUA IHAt BOTH PARTIES NAD BItll CIVEN StiFFICIEHT 
UonCE OF INC U.S. PROCEtOINCS AND AN DPronTVIlllY 10 
PtKSEUI ARCUCEhTS and EVIDlIiCE IN TllEIR BEHALF, HS. RMSli 
nUttl ALSO ASCERTAIN WKUHCR YHEFE EXISTS A«Y BASIS UIIOCR 
:SA«DI law (OR IfAVINC nn. AL-OHtOIIATAM ARRESIEQ. AI 
PRESEMT OUR ErUASSY IN AIYAPII IS AITEMPTIMfi TO ARHAKiE A 
pr»S««« VISIT WITH AElA AllEi SISBR. 

B. I RFCAEF THAT HY REPLY COULD HOT HAVE BEEN nORE 
FAVOUAllt. If YOUIIAVE rURIIlEII .OUCSTIOhS, PLEaSE donut 
HESMAIE l» CONTACr IERESA IIOPCOOD IH OUR OFFICE OF 
ciiUT’iis coii'soiAR srimicEs AI imi v«t-vi>bo. 

SIIKERElY, ...* 

3. tnSASSI RAT WISH TO DRAW FROH ABOVE IRNCUACE IK 
REsrewsme lo future- ihquiries on alia and uisha 

Al'UESHAfAII. SPIERY 


X. THE KSTRICTIOKS ABE EVER CREATEt VHIR CHIlORtK HAVE A 
CLAITI TO THt'OltUtKSHIP OF INC COUliIRF WHERE THEY HAVE 
BIEH TAHEH. alia AMO IISNA, MO WERE BORI* IH CAIKMNIA 
OK JANUARY IST3 AUO JULY ], IBB'l, RESPEGIIUtlY. ARE 
ALSO CONSIOEREO SAUDI CITIEEhS EY VIRTUE OF THEIR FATHER'S 
SAUDI KAriOHAUlY. DCPIIE InESE lifllTAYlOUS, OFFICIAlS 
At IKE OLPAFTnCNT AND CUR tnBASST AI RIVADK. SAUOl ARABIA 
NAVE ATTEAPTEO !0 A'JSl'.T flS. ROUSH lA EVYRY WAY PCSSIBlE 
FROn THE OUTSET OF HER CHILDRENS’ ABCUCIIDM. 


i. TOV HAT BE INTERESIEO IN HHOUIKC INAI flS. AOUSA 
CONTACTED THE (DGASSY OIRCCTIT ON JSSUART 17 ID NOTIFY OUR 
CONSULAR OFFICIALS THAI RR. KNhLIO AL-bBESHAVAN HU 
ABDUCTED IHflH SAUGHIEFS. OURINt FkE CONVERSATIOIc. nS. 
ROUSH MQUCSriD THE EHSASST'S ASSlSTMCt IH EFFECTIHli 
THEIR RETURN TO THE UtlllEO STATES. OUR COKSUlAJt Oil ItlAlS 

ASSISTANCE IHn cwlc DFFER IH IiChI OF SAUDI FftfniY 
PRaCIICES and SUCOtSttO THAT SNt HETAItt IKf SEKUICrS OF AH 


ATlOHHft II 


I ARABIA TO RECAIH CVSTTOY OF HER 


CKIiaNEH. 


6. ON JAHUHAY IS. THE ERBASSI COHIACTED HR. H-UKSHBYAH 

UNCLASSIFIED 


f EXHIBIT 

I 

? 


s 
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R .Bll3il22 OCT ee 
FM AMEMBASSl' RIYAOH 
TO SECSTATE ViaSHOC 1033 

UNCLAS RIYADH 00703 ' 

FOR CA/OCS AND L/CA 

e. O. 12358; N/A 
TAGS: Ca3C 

SUBJECT: 

REF: RIYADH 0835B ANO PREVIOUS 

1 SENATOR'S ALAN OtXON. RUDY BOSCHWITZ ANO CONGRESSMAN 
WILLIAM Q. LIPINSKI INTEHESTEO- 

Z THE ATTORNEY WHO IS WILLING TO ASSIST MRS. POUSH. 

salah al-hejailan, will Shortly o»en negotiations with 

AL GHEShAYAN TO REACH AN AGHEBt«»eNT PROVTDING FOR THE 
SHARED CUSTODY OF THE AL GHESHAYAN CHZLORSM. HE 
CONStOERS IT .ESSENTIAL TO THE' SUCCESS OF THESE 
NEGOTIATIONS THAT HE BFPRe.S~NT THE FMHASSY HAT HEH THAN 
oOiiglH TO OEMOnSTPATE THIS. HE HAS REOUeSTHD 
APPOINTMENT BY SIMPLE EXCHANGE OF LETTERS AS "HONORARY 
LEGAL ADVISOR" TO THE EMBASSY 

3 AL-HEJAILA-N HAS ASKED FOR AN APPOINTMENT OF 
INDEFINITE DURATION, TERMINABLE U»ON NOTICE BY EITHER 
PARTY ANO NOT LIMITED TO THE AL OHESHAYAN CASE. 
AL-HEJAtLAN V/OULO PROVIDE LEGAL ADVICE GRATIS. THE 
EMBASSY, IN RETURN, WOULD AGREE NOT TO MAKE 
UNREASONABLe DEMANDS FOR SERVICE, ANO WOULD PERMIT 
AL-MEJAILAN TO OSSCRiee HIMSSLP as LEGAL AOVISOH TO THE 
EMBASSY FOB PURPOSES OF PROFESSIONAL LISTING. 
AL-HBJAILAN HAS ALREADY ENTERSO INTO AN ACBESMENT ON 
SIMILAR TERMS WITH THE SRITISM AMBASSADOR. 

4 AL-HBJAILA^4 IS A nCTEO LOCAL ATTORNEY 'wHOSE SERVICES 
COULO aSNEFTT THE EMBASSY GrEaTLY IN THB-FOTURg. WS 
HAD PREVIOUS.. Y SOUGHT TO PUT A SAUDI ATTORNeY ON 
RETAINER TO ASSIST IN MATTERS LIKE THE ROUSH C-'.SS BUT 
COULD NOT BUDGET THE FEES. THIS. THeREFORE. IS AN IDEAL 
ARRANGEMENT FROM OUR PERSPECTIVE. 

a. THE EMBASSY REQUESTS THE OEPARTMEMT' S CONCUBRANCE IN 
THE APPPOINTMENT OF SALAH AL-HEJAILAN AS "MONORARV 
LEGAL ADVISOR" TO THE EMBASSY. IN VIEW OF THE CRITICAL 
POSTURE OF THE AL GMSSHAYAN CaSS. THE DEPARTMENT’ S 
QUICKEST RESPONSE WOULO BE APPRECIATED. 


I 







288 


FROM : JUST ICE 


FfiX NO. : 9167234111 


Apr. 21 2002 10:55PM P4 



QCT i 


PAGE 01 state' 

ORIGIN QCS-g6 


tyuljyyuyuuuyyyyti 

UNCLASSIFIED 


Department State 

3I^iE82 / 


INFO l.OG-00 ADS-00 NeA-07 L-fifS CA-02 

DRAFTED BY* CA/OCS/ CCS/NE A." TDHOaGOODrSB 
APPROVED SYT CA/OCS/’CCS/NEArEBSOYSTER . ■ 

CA'MMARINE {INFOi, L / M* D 6 AL L AQHER SUBSTANCEJ . t /CA* MP £ CKER I NG 
NEA/ARP:' OShERMAN 

------------------BsaasA a6Z3a9z /aa 



O 062345Z OCT 86 
FM SECSTaTE wASHOC 
TO AMEWSASSY RIYADH IMMEDIATE 


OUTGOING , 
TELEGRAM .--.j 


UNCLAS state 31A6aZ 


E. O. 12358* N/A 

CA3C, SA (A1.-GH6SHAYAN, AHA AND AISHAI 
CHILD ABDUCTION CASE 


REF* RIYADH 8705 


I. DEPT IS Of the view THAT IT IS IMPROPER TO USE AN 
ATTORNEY ON BEHAUF OF THE USG IN JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS IN 
WHICH -THE USG IS NOT A PARTY TO THE SUIT. IF SALAH 
ALHEJAILAN SHOULD REPRESENT MRS. PATRICIA ROUSH IN LEGAL 
PRQCeeDINSS TO DETERMINE THE CUSTODY OF HER TWO CHILDREN, 
ALIA AND AISHA AL - GHE 5HA YAN, DEPT WOULD MAVg NO OBJECTION 
TO HIM POINTING OUT THAT TmE EMBASSY MAS A STRONG INTEREST 
IN RESOLVING THE CASE. BUT EMBASSY MUST BE AWARE THAT 
SALAH AL-HEJAILAN CANNOT fiEPRESENT HIMSELF AS THE 
EMBASSY' S ATTORNEY IN THIS PRIVATE LEGAL MATTER. 


2. CONOFF MAY WISH TO REFER TO J FAM 133 WHICH SETS 
FORTH, IN GENERAL TERMS. TmE ROLE OF CONOFFS IN CHILD 
CUSTODY CASES. OF PARTICULAR SIGNIFICANCE IS THE LAST 
SENTENCE WHICH STATES:* "AT ALL TIMES. CONSULAR OFFICERS 
MUST ATTEMPT TO MAINTAIN IMPARTIALITY, REG.AROLESS OF THE 

P6RC6IVEC BSLAT-IVE MERITS OF THE CASE, AND SHOULD AVOID 
ATTEMPTING TO INFLUENCE EITHER PARENT IN A CHILD CUSTOOT 
CASE. " 

3. WITH RESPECT TO AL-HEJ AILAN’ S APPOINTMENT AS THE 
EMBASSY LEGAL ADVISER. THERE IS NO SUCH FORMAL TITLE AS 
"EMBASSY LEGAL ADVISER" AND WE ADVISE AGAINST ENTERING 
INTO AN AGREEMENT WHERE U. S. WOULD PERMIT AN ATTORNEY TO 
USE SUCH A TITLE (FYlT THE TITLE IS OFTEN USSO INFORMALLY 
eY«ATTORNEYS WHOM WE HIRE TO PROVIDE LEGAL ADVICE TO 
EMBASSIES AND DEPT DOES NOT POLICE' SUCH INFORMAL USE- END 
FTIJ. EMBASSY SHOULD S£ AWARE THAT FOREIGN ATTORNEYS CAN 
BE HIRED ANO COMPENSATED FOR LEGAL GUIDANCE FOR SPECIFIC 
CASES AND NOT PUT ON RSTAINER' WHERE THERE IS A RECURRING 
NEED FOR LEGAL COUNSEL. FOREIGN ATTORNEYS ARE PAID ON AN 
HOURLY BASIS. IF EMBASSY IS INTERESTED IN HIRING AN 
ATTORNEY. Wg STRONGLY URGE YOU TO CONSULT WITH OfiPT 

FOR PARAMETERS ON THE LEGAL APPOINTMENT' SHULTZ 


oCcLtS- 




1 EXHIBIT 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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Miv $iiam /4S 3« 

0 «SI3>Bl ocr tE 

FH FirAOK 

TO SECStAtt ViSHOC irmtOlATE 120? 

UHCIAS CtYAON FeOSZ 

S.O. N/a 

TAES; CASC, SA' lAl •EHCIH'aTAM, IL I A WO 


1 AtfCAAftiXE to THE cUlllANCC eOHTAiHEO In 
sr<rc genii , ve caiher that vc afc 
EH/OtNCa TR9H TAMMli TRE fOSTURC WE HAQ 
WOFUS |R FATOR SF REWIflCAIION OF THE 
(HtlMEH UITH tHeiR flOTHEA AND HUSt AEriAIN 
HfirTAAl. KTVEEH FARSaTT KEAASLESS OF TN([|| 
CtTUfKStllF ANB FAEVIflJS SECORDT. IF OUA 

vkbehstandiik: i$ coasect, them ue must 

laHEeUTElT INEOAfl mS. <0!)SK AKO SAUH 
AL-HEJAIIM THAT « nUSf REgAIM tnPASTtl l 
flwca mBTAUtllBHT FABM Tut DFPARtMEHT. 




• AISKAI 

SUBJECT; miLO A8DUCTIQM CASE 


«■ VE W»10 ArPHEClATE AMT FURTHER 
COICAIKE CA, M, AKB 1/11 RIONr. HAVE IN THESE 
lUTTEAS. CUTlEt 


REF; (A) STATE 314032 (El RIYAOH STBS 

t. SENATORS AtAN CIAOU. RUOT AOSCHWITT AND 
CONGPESSnAH VILllAn 0. LIPIMSXI IKTERESirB. 

1. EHBASST APmCIATtS PSflnAT RE5P0H3C 10 
IITABH BETTU. W Wai OF COURSE ADHERE TO 
THE GUIOAHCE RROVIOEO. uE VQUIO llKE. 
HOilESIR, 58 SEEM «ARlf ICATifin t( A FEU 
POIHTS. 

3 . FIRST OF AU, THERE IS NO JUDICIAL 
FROCEEtliNG UNDERWAY OR AHTIOIFAKS IK THE 
CASC QF PAIAICIA ROUSH AND HRC FORrER 
NUSHANO AL-CHESHAYAH. VE UNDERStANO THAT 
THE lAUYEtl 3ALAH AL-KEJAIUN. UHIEE NST 
REPRESENTINS HRS. ROUSH. MAS ACRIED TO TAKE 
UP IHE CASE OK KUNAMirARlAH OROUHUS TO CA- 
PIOBE THE POSSiEKlIT OF AH OVT OF COURT 
SC1TEEKEHT IN MRS. ROUSH'S FAVOR. IT 1$ 

THE VIEW OF ttW E.VERTS HERE THAT IF ME 
CASE WERE TAHCK TO COURT UHOER SHARIA tAW 
tl VOULD BE IHST miXUY THAT A RESOITIIION 
COULD K REACNEO TO THE MSIHER'S SATIS- 
FACriOH, leCDROlMGir. HE HART BEEN TPTINC 
rs VORM TKROUU OIRECT CONTACT VITM KET 
SAUDI OFFICIALS INO THE GOOD OFFICES OF MR. 
AL-KEJAIIAK TO SEEK AN OUT OF COURT- 
ACeOrniODATION VHEREtr THE CMKDREM VOUlO BE 
REUNITED WITH THEIR nOrxER. IT WAS IN THIS 
CAHACilT tHAT SALEH AfUCJAIlAN HAD PtANHES 
TO REPRESEHT OUR INTERESTS. 



i 


4, THIS IRIBCS US TO THE SCC4H0 POINT FOR 
CtUllFICATiMI. IT HAO BEER OUR IVRESSION 
AMO, INOECO, VE RAO BEER OPEBATlNi ON THE 
ASSUHPTIOM THAT IT VAS OUR OUTV TO riOTECI 

m iiELFRREOF u,s. cninm as the 

DEPARTnCNT :S AWARE, R*$. ROUSH'S FORMER 
HUSEAHO ALUCEOLT ABDUCTED THE TWO CHILOREK 
FROn THE UNITED STATES BHO A FELOHT WARRAUT 
HAS ISSUED ION HIS ARREST. HE iS NOT A 
U.S. tlTUCI AND ACCOROinC TO OFfICIAl 
OOCURENTS PFOVISEO TO US BY HRS. lOUSN HE 
HAS A LONS EISTORY OF ALCOHOllSn, 
PSYCHIATRIC PROBlEnS, CBiniMAL ACIIVITT AKO 
FAILURE AT V.S. EDUCATIONAL IRSmUTlONS. 
UNDER THE CIRCUMSTANCES kt FELT THAT THE 
INTERESTS OT MRS. ROUSH INO HER CHILDREN 
WERE eUR PBlMAllT CONCERN. AKO THaI IT VAS 
DUR RESFORSIBIllTT 10 OO WAIEVER VC COULD, 
REGARDLESS W J*£ OHOS AGAINST OS, IQ «IP 
HER REGAIN (VSIOPT OF bER TWO CHILpflEN, 


I EXHIBIT 
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1. GY VAY OF SACXtiSO'iHO, ACORIGVEO PARINTS OF AtlOII 

CSH.WSI! ;j!DgsF>:9 wjrs'as or of cHunsfH jko jitvf hot 

P5E.K SeTMKW FR6H 0«?5rS$ OS A UUYOf.UV ASSfCmf KAIJ 
m ALI.VY5 IHfORIlEC IHAY THE CSPAHlrjIit' S-PKInAGY COhCEIUI 
Am FCOUS !S CU THE MEFAHE AMO THE HEALTH OF TH£ VICTIH 
CHriCAEN. LT tfSIXO HOPE ThcT COP COHS'.O.AA CFFICIAIS 
Oi'SilJlAS VOL'iO SVAESS THIS POIHT IH THEtB StAllWiS UIIB 
FAKENb' A^ia OTHER IKDIVIOOMS EXFiT.-SSlHR AH inTEHcST IH A 
CHKP CUS’-CVY CASE. THIS FOCUS DOES NOT CMAifi? KiSOtWESS 
CF Tile IfVJl AfiO THE tSSHEt OF ATTEItTiaTJ A CASE BAY 
Reau'E. 

iniEFE S9CJAJ, SERVICE ASEHCIES. StlF'KCCP r^AOUPS AtiO 
OTHER l‘?STlIUTiaM EXIST TS rROFESSIOSAUY ASSESS Jitf 
NEcOS OF THESE CKILSAEN. FAB! ICULaRLY LHEPE UlEOATIdS OF 
ABUSE ARE SCNvERHEU, CUR PROrECTISN AN9 L’ErPAKE ROIE IS 
CSVieUSLY HOT AS .ACUTt. HCVEVER, UE HECOOHIEE THAT IH 
COUlUHtES, LIKE SAUOl ARABIA, UHERE THE SOCUl, POL-ITICAl 

AHO Ur^AL rrSTEfl is DIFFEREKT FROR vtSIERH SOCIfTUS. 
GOMOFFS ARE LIKELY TO SPEllO FIORE TIRE ASSESSIMC THE 
FSVCXBIOOICAL, SGCIOL ISO EOUCATICHAL CEVEIOPRENT Of AflCII 
CHllSREK. NEWRTHELESS, THE KATURE CF CONSULAR ASStSTAHCE 
DOES HOT CKAHCE; lOCATItIO CHUOREII; llOltnoitlllG FHEfA 

VSIFARE AT THE RCOUEST Of A FARTKT AhO COKIACTIHO LOCAL 
OFFICIALS, IF NECESSARY; HAKIHS AVAILASIA CEHERAL 
IHFORNATIOH ASCJV CKIIC CL'STOaV LANS AND PROCEDURES; ANO 
fURUISlIINS A LIST CF ATTORHIYS IN THE FCSCiCU COUUIftV 
SHDUIS THE FARCNT lESIRE LEOAL ADVICE. UROCR HO 
CIRCUliSTAHCES USULO THE CEFaRTRENT ACVCCAIE THE IAKIU6 Of 
sms IK A CHUB CUSTDOV DISPUTE, RECARDILSS OF THE 
MAlldNALITY OF THE PBSENtS, NOR VOUlfi Vt RE IH FAvCffi Of 
CONOfFS JUDOlliC THE RSRITS Of ANY CHlLfi COSTOST DISPUTE 
(SEE 7 FA-n iRli. SHCULB EnSASSV SESIRE US TO REITEAAfE 
ASCUE TO ns. ROliSH, UT MOULD BE HAPPY TO 00 SO. 




J. EMASSY HAS .UNAHKIO IH FEFTEL {AI TSAT TS£ ATTOWEV, 
SALAll AL-HEJAHAh, HAO SECuESItD Sf FOlHTflLIlT AS lEiJAL 
MVISER TO THE EflBASSY TO -EXPLOBE THE fOSSIBIltTr Or AH 
OUT-OF-COURT SETTIEHEHI IK HRs. ROUSH'S FAVOfl." OfFT 


VISHES TO WITEFATE TH ^, Al-HEJAILAH HAY HOT SEPRESEKT THE 
tnWSY IH AMT FASHIQW.. VHFTHfg fORHAHV CA IWCgrAlL»7 ^ 
The child custody cases of alia ABS AiSHA AL -uHESHaYAH. 

TO REITERATE fCiKT SET FORTH IN RLFTEl 'Bl'.'.'UE WOOLOla« 
HO ORJECIfON TO PR, Al-HEJAILAN IHfOSfllHO flPpioFRlRIE 
PASTIES THAT THE EUSASSY HSS A STSCHO HilfSEST IN 


RESOLVIHG TK? ’CASE, EHERSSY nSY 3£ ASSI-REG THAT U£ DO KOT 


VltV i-ilS PCSITIO;. f,S INCOfISisiE.-.T VITr p CCWOFf-S 
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FROM : JUST ICE 






FAX NO. : 91672341 11 


UNCLASS iF I ED 
DejHtrlinont of Suilr 


STATE 327030 


INFO LOG- 


Jan. 16 2002 12:25Pn P33 

OUTGOING 

TELEGRAM 


3S6S 

CA-02 /ai9 H 


ORAFTEO ev: CA/OCS^CCS/NEA: TDHOeGOOO: SB 
APPROVED BY: CA/ DCS/ CCS: C AOIPL ACIOO 

CA: MMAR r N£. CA.'OCS/CCS/NEA; EBSOYSTEB. NeA/ARP: OSMERMAN. 
L/CA: MPICAERING 

241673 180443Z /3e 

P 1S024SZ OCT B6 
FM SECSTATE WASHDC 
TO AMEMBASSV RIYAOM PRIORITY 


UNCUAS STATE 327630 


E. O. I 2356: N/A 

TAGS: CASC, SA (AL - GHESHAYAN. ALIA AND 

SUBJECT: CHILD CUSTODY CASE 


REF: (A) STATE 320947 

tD) RIYADH 97 02 


RIYAOM A382 (C) STATE 3146 


I, DURING THE COURSE OF DEPOPF'S BECEMT CONVERSATION WIT 
MS. SARAH PANG OF SENATOR OJXON’S OFFICE. MS- PANG 
BEMARrED THAT ACCORDING TO MS. ROUSM TmE EMOASSY. ACTING 
IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE OEPARTMENT’S GUIOANCc? IN RSFT£1_ 

(Al . DECLINEQ T O ATTENO A MEETING TO OtSCuSS TMe CUSTOP Y 
OF THE AL-GHESHAYAN CHILDREN. 


2. DEPT WISHES TO EMPHASIZE THAT CONSULAR OFFICERS ARE 
PERMITTED TO MONITOR CUSTODY HEARINGS. J\L THOUGH THEY MAY 
J40T AT^g^^PT TO INFLUENCE THE DECIS ION OF ANY PROCEE DINGS. 
'§teB FAM 14 2. "5 GENgRAUL Y. IF EMHASSV W F 1 1 1 AL S WL P fc 
REOueSTEO TO ATTEND A MEETING PftESUMAeLY IN THE CAPACITY 
OF AN IMPARTIAL OOSERVER. THE DEPT WOULD HAVE NO ODJSCTION 
TO EMBASSY' S PRESENCE AT SUCH A MEETIHC. 



YOUR ASSISTANCE IS APPHECIaTEO. 


Shultz 


UNCLASSIFIED 




292 


FRQI1 :JUSTICE 


FRX NO. :9167234111 


Pipr. 21 2002 10;53PM P2 


s ki-L U ii U i: 


UHCLASS^flEO 
Department of State 


/ OUTGOING 
//TELEGRAM 


CA-» 


/021 P 


OBflPTeO a-. CA/OCS/CCS/HEH:eesOr£TeR;£S 
• AfPftOVEC BY: CA/OCS/CCS/CABIPIKCIOO 
5A;1tMlllNe, Neft<'a«P:tlflD5TR0fF, I./CA:HSPICKER1M 
CA/PC; paaucsKO 
3£SiP£D DISTRIBUTION 
f:-IPERHICK 


« « Bitim HAY »7 
rn S£CSTflT£ VaSHDC 
TO AIIEfIBASSY RIYAON IMEBI«I£ 

INFO AfICDNSiJL JEgflAP 
ANCOIISUL DKANRAN 

'■•UNCUS STATE ISSSSS. 

£.0. lJ35«j H/A 
TAOS: Case, SA <t',-5H£SHaVtN, ilSKAl <AL -GHESNA AN, A| lA) 
SUBJECT; CHILD CUi 
.SENATOR A-AN SIXON 

8£F: iS RIYADK IBMI AMD PPEU|ai» 


riNSS WITH SAUDI DfrSCIA 


MO OTHER COHSULAB rRQBLEMS IN SAUDI ARABIA AT EUERY 
POSSIIIE OPPORTUNITY AMO IN EVERY PQSSiB-£ FORUN. H£ 
SPEClFICALir STATED 'HE JJaULD COIIOEKN THE SAUDIS Uli£N HE' 



CASE. SEER VATS IN VHICIMT NIGHT BE EOUITAELY AFSOlVEO, 
MO OBTAIN KTTER AND KOBE FREOIIENT CONSULAR ACCESS TO 
AISHA AND ALIA. 


1. SUrttHRY: BETWEEN APRIL 25 AND flAY I, A SERIES C HEEt- 
INGS TOOK PLACE WITH SA'JOl EMBASSY OFFlCIAtS TO BiS «.<SS 
eONSULAP'RClATEO PRSBlEMS IN SAUDI ARAB A, Im'PASTICU AS 
THE CHILD CUSTODY CASE OP AISHA AND ALU AL-CHESKA AH, THE 
CILOBEN OP PATRICIA ROUSH. AT UNDER SECRETAR' OESW N HrS 
REOUESr. SAUDI EnSaSSY WFICULS NET WITH SEHAIOR ALAN 
CIXON. FOLLOWING THAT HEELING THE StWCTMt'S STA F 
REQUESTED THAT EnSASSY RIYADH RENEW ITS EFFORTS To BEET 
WITH SAUDI OFFICIALS PHD hErS PS SF TE AL-SHSH YPJI 
FAHIIY IN AN EFFORT TO DP£H COHNL'NlCATtONS BETlSK TH6 
PARTIES AND FACILITATE .CONSULAR AC. ESS TO T8l CHi 0 EM. 
THIS IS AN ACTION HCSSA'lf; SEC PaRAGRAPR 6. ' END SUnrURY. 

2. ON APRIL 2S. IN A nEETKG WITH RIHAB naSOUO, SECOHO 
SECRETARY, EHBASSY OF SAUDI ARABIC. UNDER SfCRE ARY 
SBHWINSKI CSRVEYED SENATOR ALAN OiXON'S INTERES N 
MEETINO WITH PS INCE, SABCaR COnC RNIHO HS, ROUSH'S 
DAUSKTERD. TIR NASOUD, AlTKOuQK STATING THA THE 


5.. OW HAT I. PRINCE 8AH0AB RAISED THIS CASE IH 
OlS eOSSIOHS HITg ASSIS TANT SECRETARY RURPHY AND PR8KISED 
TO LOOK. IT O IT. ~ 

6. THE EHBASSY IS (EQUESTEO TO ATTENPT TO ARRANGE A 
HEETlRG UITH PRINCE SllHAN, HS. ROUSH'S LEGAL 
REPRBSENllTIVt, TK. Al-OHESPAYAN, AND HIS FATHER AS 
eUTLIHeO IN PARAGRAPH 4. THE GUIDELINES ||j ^ Fan 
CO flTEnP-AIE THE USE OF A FOREIGN SERVICE POST'S GOOD 
OFFICES IH OPIMING LINES Of COnMVNiCATION UICH AY LEAD. 

TO A RESOLUTION OF CHILD CUSTODY OISPUES. SEN. DIXON'S 
WflCE FELT THAT HAVIMG HR. AL-GMSHRYAN'S FATHER PRESENT 
NIGHT €/£»} A nOUEPATlNC INFLUENCE «ri HIPI, WE.HOPf TAT 
oh: RESULT OF THE NCETIHG WILL BE PERrllSSiON FOR RNOTH R 
CONSULAR VISIT UlTH THE CHIIDREN. PLEASE REPORT ALL 
ACTION. aiaiTE 


RESOIUTIOH OF THE CASE WAS PROPERLY A HATTER FOE THE 
COURTS. UNDERTOOK TO FACiLlTATS THE REQUESTED BEETlNG. ah 
ENSUING DISCUSSION WITH TH! UNDER SECRETARY'S SPEOIA- 
ASSISTANT, SAUDI OESN OTFlCEP, ANQ CA/OCS OIVtSlOK CHIBF 
fOCUSEO ON CHILO CUETSOY ISSUES, BUT A SO TBUOrtO CH OTHER 
TIATTERS OP OONOEPN SUCH AS THE LECAL PROBLEK Of 
BUSINESSMEN WHICH ARE fo gi THE SlifiJECT OF COBMEiSIONAL 
HEAflINSS IN LATE NAY) AND ENTRY AMR EXIT VISAS. 


3. OK APRIL 30, .ADEL SEMSAVA AND RIHAB NASOUD, 

R£SP£criV£-V OCn AND ScCOflD SECRETARY OF TW EIWASSY Of 
SAUDI ARABIA, THE EfiBASEV'S PTfaRNEr FREDERIC* 6. DUIIOH, 
THE SAUSI'PESH OFFICER, AND CA/OCS DlVISICn CHIEF PET WITH 
SEHATOP ALAN OIXQN AND NENHERS OF tllS UASNINCTON AND 
CHICAGO liTAPF. 'SENATaP OUCH KAOS AH INPASSIOKEP P «tA FOB 
THE RETURN OF ALIA AMD AISNA T6 THCIB H07HFB . _i'E OTAO’it r 
ATTACKED TnE sauois FOP TKliR FAILURE To TARE AMT ACIIW 
1* THIS CAS E, M£ ALSO QUESTlOllEO WHY THE SAUDI LEGAL 
SYSTEM VOUIO SEEK To PROTECT A PERoOri WiTU A LONG CPiniRA 
RECORD IN THE U.S. BMC HISTORY OF ABUSIVE TBEATfRIlI 0 f HIS 
FAMILY AIIO GIVE NO WEIGHT IC THE U.S. CUSTODY DEClllOU. 

HE VOWED THAT UNLESS THj SAUOIS RE'GOLVE THIS CASE 
IfmcOIATELY HE WILL nap.£ THIHGG es UHPlEASAST FOR HE 
SAUDIS AS NrCAH. HE STATED THAT HE WILL RAiaTTs -ISSUE 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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FROM 


: JUSTICE 


FfiX NO. :9167234111 fipr. 21 2002 10:57PM P9 



(1 K 


Department oj State 


v/' 


1 9202SZ /66 


P I 90S i 3Z ,J UrM 87 
FM S E C S T A A g P S C 

TO AMEWPASSY R'YADH PmOMlTY 
INFO AWCOMR'JL DHAHFfAN PRIORITY 
AMCONSUL .'EL'LiAM PRIORITY 


OOTGOIKG /;,^1 
TELEGRAM 

7342 


UNCLAS STATE 1^83-40 

E. Q. 12356! N/A 

TAGS; CASC, US. SA 

SUBJECT; ROUSH CHILD CUSTODY CASE UPDATE 

1. FOR POST'S INFORI-IATJ ON, PATRICIA ROUSH RcQUeSTED 
PEAK’S ASSISTANCE IN ARRANGING TWC MEETINGS V/MILE SHE 'vAS 
IN WASilINCiTON TO TESfIKY BEFORE THE HOUSE FQ-REIGN AFFAIRS 
SUBCOMMITTEE INVESTIGATING MISTREATMENT OF AUERICAN 
CITIZENS In SAUO^' ARABIA. 


Z. MRS. ROUSH FIRST MET WITH MOHAMCO ASU AC-'HMEYL', THE 
SAUni EMBASSY' S CONSUL GENERAL, WHO SHE SAID V/aS THC 
FIRST SAUDI EMBASSY OFFICIAL WHO AORESO TO RECEIVE HER IN 
SIXTEEN MONTHS. 

3. MBS, ROUSH -.VAS ACCO.MPANtEO BY IRwiN PERNICK FROM 
UNOERSKCRi- TABY OERWINSKI’ S OFFICE, OAVIO OSTROFF. 

NEA/ARP, and TI-I«ReSA HOBGOOO, CAyOCS. 

4. THE MEETING LASTED ABOUT 15 MINUTES. MRS. BOUSW 
ASHED AL-HMEYL WHAT THE SAUDI EMOASST WAS DOING TO 
PERSUADE AL-GESHAVAN TO RETURN THE GIRLS TO THC UNITED 
STATES. SHE ALSO ASKf;D WHY THE SAUOtS MAO ISSUED 
PASSPORTS TO THE GIRLS. WHO ARE AMERICAN CITIZENS. 

5. DURING AL-HMEYL’S RESPONSE, WHICH WAS LITTlE MORE 
THAN THE STANDARD RESPONSES SHE HAS BEEN GETTING FOR MANY 
MONTHS, MRS. ROUSH BECANC AGITATED AND WALKED OUT. 

B. THE NEXT AFTERNOON. MRS. ROUSH MET WITH NE A OAS 
MARION V. CREEKMORC, WHO RESTATED THE OEPARTmenT' S DEEP 
CONCERN FOR HER STTUATION, AMO PROMISED THE OEPAOTMGNT 
WILL CONTINUE TO DO EVEHYIMING IN OUR POWEF TO HAVE HER 
CHILDREN RETURNED TO HER. 



7. MRS. ROUSH STATED THAT THE USG MAS THE POWER TO EXERT 
PRESSURE ON THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT V/hICH. IN TUKN, COULD 

FORCE al-c.gshayan to release the children, shs asked for 

jj FURTHER REPRESENTATION BY AMBAS.SAOOP CULTER wtym THE 
SAUDI ARABIAN GOVERNMENT ON HER BEHALF. CREEKMORE SAID 
THAT THE DEPARTMENT WJlL 00 ALL IT CAN IN OUR ATTEMPTS TO 
HELP BRING TtiE CHILDREN HOME. BUT THAT MRS. ROUSH’ S 
SUGGESTIONS THAT VISA.S NOT BE ISSUED TO SAUDIS AND AlL 

FDTXiRE (^1 li'iar 7 SALe5“he iuT went l-jOT THe waV 

TRl SAU0T"~c5'v'EHNM'gT^T Tp-X! 



1 EXHIBIT 
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FROM : JUST ICE 


FAX NO. :9167234111 


ftpr. 21 2002 10:57PM P8 








HU I I Ul) 

COPY 


■ RIVilDH ni 7 R 63117341 


■ MCLASS (FTEO' , 

Departfnent of Sta^fX\ 

siia t t 


I nu uiii I iiu 

nimm 


ivro L0G-9» BBS'ee nea-« 4 i-a3 .wa-m o-A/i/nci; 


R B2iei<z 43 
rn BfiEflBsssY Kiuav 
TO SECST8t£ VASNDC 737’? 
IRFO AHCGHSVl JEOSAK 
inCONSVl DHAHRAN 


musiy lOATiiC to consider, ok the negative sioe, as 
SHE MS RG.iHTt? s at cai'iq also be OErRivEO of any 
ACCESS TO VHE CHUDtEH.; ,■’ 






UNCIAS RITADN 1217E ^,'i 

I’ 

fo» CB/ 0 C 3 ! 

V 

f.O. t 2 J 5 fi: H/A 

TASS: CASE, SA, US lAl eHCSHATAN. All A ANB AISBM 
SUEJCCT: CHllO CUSTfiDT CASE: anBASSADOR'S CALL M 
RIYADH COVERKOR SAlflAK 

REF; RIYaDR 1709 E AND PREVlQlJS 


/.'uiir, 9 V£Rer.iirs k!r iriucTAKCE to travel to 
SA)N)I ABASIA UOULD OilKC HER FHYSICAUY CLOSER TO THE 
UILDBEN. VE FIND IT HARD TO BEIICVC THAT SHE COVID 
CUIE TO SAUDI ARABIA VlTROUT SEING PERRITTEO TO VISIT 
IRC tNllMEM; U£ EWECT, IK FACT, THAT THE SOvERsORaTE, 
WIIE NO DOUBT ERFHASIZINS THE DORESTIC NATURE OF THE 
0 I 5 PCK, WOULD LEND AU RElp ffiSSIBU HELP 
'UNorncmiT* in facilitatixs such a visit. 

KORAN 


1 . CONFIDENTIAL ‘ entire TEXT. 


35 'as additional ensASST eorwEHT to reftcl ue wish to 

RECORD DUR nOTIVES FOR COUTINUIM IS EWLDRE THE 
PCSSIBlllTV TKAT lies. ROUSK-CAnUIA RltflT tIAKE USE OF 
THE SAUDI COURT STSTEII IN OROER TO GAIN ACCESS TO, IF 
NDT recover, her CHIIDREII. FIRST OF AU, WE CWtlMlE 
To SEUEVE it IS inFBRTAlIT TO TUIMTAIH ROREHTUn IH THE 
CASE. THERE SHOULD ALUAYS EE S 9 HI CKANIItl. PRiVATE OR 
OFFICIAL WHICH BEnAIHS ACTIVE. IffiS. ROklSH-SAIlUIA «AS 
CHOSEN RERSELF NOT TO EPPLOV U! ATTOBhET- ALONG WITN 
SfS SEFEATZBLV iSCCST:; 13 iVi;il!:KiCt 5 ,JC CM KENCElF 
10 SAUOl ARABIA, LNIS SFFECTIVELY UIHIUTES ANV 
PRIVATE lAlTUTIVBS IHSIOE SAUDI ARABIA ITSElF lUE ARE 
AUaRE THAT HRS. ROUSH'SAauTB HAS VOBKED UNCEASINOIY AT 
HDnE TO HAKE HER CASE AND TO tlillST THE SUPPORT Of 
OTHERS BOTH INSIDE Aon OUTSIDE TK: USC.T 

3 , VE eSHTIliUE TO enCOmoE HER PKSEnlATtOU OF Ktl 
AKOUnCH'S TO A SAUDI COURT OIRECHr ANO If) PERSON FOR 
SEVERAL REASONS. AfADT FROn A RESOlVtlW OT TnF 


II- 

i 

4. 


-'H 
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Kingdom or Saudi Arabia 
Miristry of Foreign Affairs 


Number: 

Date; 8/9/1416 
(Ian. 28. 96) 


The MinisUTf for Foreign Affairs in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
presents its compUments to the Embassy of the UniiEd States of America 
171 Riyadh. 

The Minisiry refers to the matter raised ^ HE Ambassador Raymond 
Mahiu with HJtH Minister of Foreign Afnira during their meeting on 
26/6/1416 coiresporaiing to 11/19/1995 regartiing the case of the Saudi 
cifiren Khaled A1 Ghadiyan. HE the Ambassador suggested that the 
divorcee of Mr. A1 Ohuhyan. Mrs. Patricia Rosh would change die 
custodv darision in a manner so that Mr. AI Ohasf^an is no longer legally 
wanted. In return, Mr. Al Ghashyan will be oHlciaUy requii^, as part of 
the custody decision oy other ofHaal requirement, to sibow his daughter; 
to visit their mother in the US every year during summer time. In order lo 
ensure corarrutmait to this agreement two lawyers will be assigned to 
both sides to provide the necessary legal guaranties to solve this case. 

The Ministry would like lo advise the Embassy of its pieliminaiy 
agiecmcnt to the suggestion on the condition that the guaranties are 
clear ones and are consolidated by the Embassy. 

The Ministry avails itself of this opportunity lo renew the assurances 
of Its highest consideration. 


i r , % 
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FROM 


: JUSTICE 



FAX NO. :9167234111 Jan. 16 2002 12:15PN P13 

t/niHUiSy oj vtie vnitta oj nnimtii 

Riyadh. Saudi Arabia 
May 20, 1997 


Mr. Michael Wildes 

Law Offices of WUdes & Weinberg 

515 Madison Avenue 

iNew York, New York 10022 


Dear Mr. Wildes: 

Further to our telephone conversation of May 19, yoor letter of 
May 14, 1997, and our previous correspondence concerning the 
efforts of your clieai, Ms. Patricia Roush, to regain legal custody 
of her daughters, Alia aod Aisha. 

In your letter, you again requested that I pursue what y<JU 
describe as "the gentlemen's agrcemcni" m^ioi^ in &e 
diplomatic note dated Jami^ 2S. 1996 which this Embassy 
received from the Saudi Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 

The Embassy staff and I have diligently pursued dus approach 
wii Saudi authorities. Mr. Gheshayan has refused to accept it. 
Mr. Gheshayan conveyed bis refusal in two separate meetings 
widi our consul gexwri last year and most tecenlty to Prince 
Bandar. In recent conversations with senior Saudi officials, as 
well as Attorney SaJah Hejailan, all have confirmed to me that the 
Saudi goveroHjent has no legal authority to force Mr. Gheshayan 
to accept your proposal if he does not wish to. 

We slnc.crely believe that the only option for Ms. Roush to sec her 
daugltters is for her to accept Attorney Hejailan’s offer to sponsor 
hex to come to Riyadh to visit them. As I discussed witii you on 
the phone, if both sides are determined to make such a visit a 
success, I believe it would help in building confidence and trust 
neccssaiy to enable fumre visits here or in the United States. 

I hope you will urge your client to visit her daughicts at her 
earliest opportunity. Otherwi«. t here are no tawwp legal 
remedies for our Government to pursue. 



Wyche Fowler. Jr. 
Ambass^or 



9976 FS2 CIS 
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Question: What is the Department's position on the case of Alia and Aisha AI- 
Gheshayan, Saudi American dual citizens, who were parentally abducted by (heir 
Saudi father to Saudi Arabia in I9S6? The young women’s mother is American 
citizen Patricia Roush. 

• Answer: The case of the A!-Ghesfiayan sisters and Mrs. Roush is one of the most 
difficult and frustrating child custody/parental abduction cases on which that the 
Department of State has worked. The Department readily acknowledges Mrs. Roush’s 
pain and anguish over the years that she has been separated from her daughters. The 
girls are now adults. The Embassy will continue efforts to maintain communication 
between Mrs. Roush and her daugj>tcrs- 

• If pressed: We do not see the matter as amenable to goveminent-to-govemment 
intervention. Neither the Saudi Government nor the U.S. Government can compel the 
parlies to any given action. If confirmed, 1 can only promise to use my good offices 
to try to help improve communication between Mrs. Roush and her daughters. 

• Background: Saudi law is such that Saudi authorities considered Aha and Aisha to 
be exclusively Saudi citizens. As such, they have needed the permission of their 
father to depart Saudi Arabia. (We understand that Aha has recently married and 
now would require her husband’s permission to depart Saudi Arabia.) Their Saudi 
father has never given (his permission. 

Thus, the DepartmenTs role has been to attempt to mairrtain communication between 
the left-behind parent - Mrs. Roush - and her daughters. Given the antagonism 
between the parents, Mrs. Roush has bad little contact with her daughters. She was 
able to visit with them on one occasion in Saudi Arabia in 1995. 

Alia and Aisha are now over 1 8 years of age. Since (hey now are adults, the 
Department considers that its responsibility is to ensure their welfare rather than 
pursuing their situation as a child custody case. Most recently, the Embassy in 
Riyadh has been woricing to gain access to the young women, to speak with (hem 
privately to ascertain their current situation and their desires as to their future 
relationship with their mother. To date, despite high level Saudi Government 
cooperation in arranging an August meeting with the young women’s Saudi father, an 
Embassy consular officer has not been able to meet with Alia and Aisha. The 
Department and the Embassy will continue these efforts. One positive development 
of the August meeting with the Saudi father is that we understand that Aisha and her 
mother have spoken on the telepfione recently on at least two occasions. 

Draficd:CONS 

Cleared;CDA 

CA/OCSi 
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United plates Senate 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 


June 7, 2001 

The Honorable Colin L- Powell 
Secretary of State 
2200 C Street, mV 
Washington, DC 20520 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

We are writing to ask your personal involvement in recently renewed efforts by the Department 
of State to secure the repatriation of two young American women. Alia and Aisha Gheshayan, 
who have been held in Saudi Arabia since 1 986. These two women, now 22 and 1 8 years old 
respectively, are native-born U S. citizens who were abducted by their Saudi father in violation 
of American law. 

During the 1 5 years the Gheshayan sisters have been held in Saudi Arabia, there has been only 
one brief meeting between the sisters and their American mother, Ms. Patricia Roush. At that 
meeting, when the sisters were teenagers, they tearfully begged their mother to bring them home. 
On one occasion in 1996, former Ambassador Raymond Mabus had secured in principle the 
sisters' relea.se, but that efibrl failed when his tenure as ambassador ended. Since then, despite 
Ms. Roush's sustained endeavors, little has been done to resolve the situation. 

If Ms. Roush's children had been male, as adults they now could have the opportunity to return to 
the United States on their own. As females, they may not ever do so without their father's (or, 
once they are married, their husband's) permission. For several years the United States has 
highliglilcd the treatment of women in foreign countries as part of our human rights policy. 
However much concem the United Slates shows - aud-properly so - when the rights of foreign • 
women are violated on account of gender, we are sure you will agree that the govenunent of the 
United States has a far ^eaier duty when American citizens are subjected to such violations of 
their fundamental rights. Defending the rights of these young women simply is not a private 
matter but one that demands the government of the United Stales to do its sovereign duty to 
vindicate the rights of its citizens held contrary to our law in a foreign slate. 

Recently, in view of Aisha's having attained the age of majority, Ms. Roush contacted the 
Department’s Bureau of Near Eastern Affairs to renew efforts to secure her daughters' release, bi 
response,' Ambassador Edward S. Walker, Jr., who until recently headed the Bureau, raised this 
rhatter with the Saudi Ambassador to the United Slates, Prince Bandar bin Sultan, as a 
state-to-state issue, not a child custody dispute as it had been treated in the past. We understand 

I 
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that the Bureau is continuing the effort begun by Ambassador Walker, in whose opinion an initial 
step would be to arrange for personnel from the U.S. embassy in Riyadh to meet privately with 
Ms. Roush’s daughters to ascertain their wishes. We agree with Ambassador Walker’s 
assessment that such a meeting must be considered. 

Mr. Secretary, we urge you, in the strongest possible terms, to intervene forcefully and in person 
with the Saudi authorities at the highest levels to secure the prompt release and repatriation of 
Alia and Aisha Gheshayan. We are fully aware of the importance Saudi Arabia occupies in 
American foreign policy. At the same time, these two young women should not be compelled to 
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CHARLES SCHUMER 



ARLEN SPECTER 
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INFORMATION MEMORANDUM 
S/ES 

UNCLASSIFIED 


TO: 

The 

Secretary 


FROM: 

CA 

- Mary A. Ryan 



NEA 

- James A. Larocco, 

Acting 

SUBJECT: 

The 

Roush Abduction Case 

and U.S.-Saudi Relations 


Amcit Patricia Roush is lobbying the Department and 
Congress to include the repatriation of her daughters, who 
were abducted to Saudi Arabia by their father in 1986 when 
both were minors, as a central issue in U.S. -Saudi 
bilateral relations. The daughters. Alia and Aisha A1 
Gheshayan, both dual citizens, now are 22 and 19 years old. 
Alia, the eldest, recently married a Saudi national. 

On June 1 , 23 U.S. Senators signed a letter urging you 
"in the strongest possible terms, to intervene forcefully 
and in person with the Saudi authorities at the highest 
levels to secure the prompt release and repatriation of 
Alia and Aisha Gheshayan." This is unlikely to produce the 
desired result and could inhibit our access to the 
Gheshayans, undermining our efforts to resolve the case. 

Since both young women are adults. Embassy Riyadh is 
attempting to arrange for a consular officer to meet 
privately with them to determine their welfare and desires 
regarding their future relationship with Ms. Roush. The 
Embassy also has encouraged the young women and their 
father to communicate directly with Ms. Roush. The father 
recently extended an invitation to Ms. Roush to meet with 
Aisha for several hours in Riyadh, in his presence. 

Ms. Roush characterizes the Embassy's efforts as 
inadequate and her ex-husband ‘ .s offer as unacceptable. She 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


demands the return of her daughters to the United States 
and insists that this demand be addressed at a state-to- 
state level. We expect her to continue her efforts in as 
public a manner as possible. 

Attachments : 

Tab 1 - June 7 Letter from 23 U.S. Senators 
Tab 2 - A/S Kelly Response to June 7 Letter 
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FROH :JUSTICE 

raA AV* 444 14-70 


FFIX NO. :9167234 111 

Aot'uuiiuui rviivd’ uuv» 


May. 17 2002 09 :lSfiM P 5 

«juvi 


United State* Department of State 

'Waehington, 1>.C. 20S20 
i*un*.siate.giM> 

.111 ♦ 3 7no! 

Dear Senator 

This is in response to your letter to Secretary Powell 
q£ June 7/ inquiring about the aicuation of Alia and Alsha 
Al-Ghashayan, two U.5. oitizena in Saudi Arabia. Mease be 
assured that the State Department and our Embassy In Riyadh 
have zepeatsdly raised this Issue at senior levels o£ the 
Saudi Government:. 

The staff of our Embassy in Riyadh have been involved 
in this ease aitce their father abducted these two girls in 
i9$fi, ineltidlng cond«etlng several visits to check on their 
welfare. Embassy staft have also negotiated with Mr. Al- 
Gheshayan to allow Ms, Foush several opportunities to visit 
her childranf although unfortunately only one visit 
actually took place. 

As Alia and Aisha are now adults, they are no longsr 
aubjeot to the original child custody order, and their 
wlahes must be taken into account. Our Embassy is 
currently -working to arrange a visit with boch wooen to 
check on their welfare and aak whether they wish to return 
to the United States . However, as rasldencs of Saudi 
Arabia, they are subject to Saudi law, and would not be 
allowed to leave wj.thout the permiflslon of their father or 
husband. If we detemine the women wish to return to the 
[Jnltttd states, we will approach the Saudi Government to 
seek parnlsaion for them to leave. 

We hops this information la helpful. Please let ue 
know if we can be of further assistance. 



Sincerely, 

Paul V. Kelly 
Aesiacant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs 


The Honorable 

an.j.tea ocaces Senate. 


WJ TTtOT Bar TfJ/iT/iO 
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Department of State 


I hUUilM 11 U 

TELEGRAM 


PAGE 01 Of 0: IIIYAOH 228SS 00 OF 03 2S13??Z SKCSIZG 

•I ION OCS-03 

IHfO lOG-00 AliaD-00 CA-81 UIED-0B lEOE-BB l-BB HLA-M 

TES1-B0 VO-03 NfA!-0F SAS-BB /802W 

03DSia 2S133«? /3S 

R 2SUi?2 JUl 8! 

EH ANEflBASSY RIYADH 
10 SECSiAfE VASKDC S<40 
IHfO AftfflBASSY HAHAflA 
AflCOHSUl JEDDAH 

UNCIAS RIYADH 0020SS 

FOR CA/OCS/ACS/HESA. CA/OCS/Ch AND NEA/ARP 

E.O. 1?5S5: N/A 
TAGS: CASC. LOCI. SA 

SDBJECE: EriBASSY JUIY 7F TEtECOK VIEH PAIRICIA ROUSH 
AND SUBSEOUENI EAX flESSACE 

REF: SIATE 137)23 

1, IHIS IS AH ACIlOH fiESSAGE PKASE SEE PARAS ? AND 


RIYADH 028SS 09 OF 03 2SI3333 SHC813G 

BOIH RECEm NOiiriCAtlON OF HER DESIRES. HE NOUD 
THAI, .AI IHE nOflEAF. POSF IS UNDER INSIRUCIIOKS TO 
CONIACI « CHBSAHiAH IN VERY EARlY RUGUSF WKEH IHE ESN 
IS SIIIE ON LEAVE* 10 ARRANGE THE HEETIHG. UHIESS 
OIHERHISE INSlRKIfB. W PUN 10 CONlACF A( GHUSHAYAH 
ON SATURDAY. AUGUST T. IKE fIRSI VORKING SAIURDAV IK 
AUGUST. 


S. HS. RTNJSH Also ASTED INE lOENIIlY AND IHE ACE OF 
IKE fEflAlE CONOfF WHO yOUtO VISFI WITH AtU AND AiSHA. 

( COHOfr ADVISED j|ER THAI FHE COKOTE VOUiO BE VICE CONSUI 
AMO THAE SHE IS A IFAIURE. EXPERIENCED 
OlfTCEK. 05. .i«,SH SEEflED REASSURED VIIH IHIS ANSWER. 
SHE ASKED WHAT THE NATURE Of INE VISII WOULD BE. 

COKOEE ITNO HER THAI FI WOUiD BE A VEIE.ARE AND 
WHEREi^OUIS VISH AMO THAT VI WOOED .ALSO AIIENPI ID 
FIND OUT EROn AllA AND AISHA WHAT IVPL OF REIAIIONSHIP 
THEY WISHED TO NAVE WflH fiS. ROUSH. nS. ROUSH flCCEPIED 
IHIS EXPIAKATIIW- BUI EltfHASIZED IHE NEED FOR IHE 
FEnAlI CONOfF TO SPEAT: At one VMH AllA AHD AISKl. 

CONOEE SAID HE WAS AVASE Of nS. ROUSH'S DESIRE ON INIS 
POINT AND Wt WOl'lD CERTAINFY SEEH iO HAVE PRIVAIE- ONE- 
OK-OME COHWRSAHOHS WITH HER OAUCHIERS. rtS. ROUSH 


2 . SUnriARY. OK JUtY 3!. 3001. fiS. PAIRICIA ROUSH 
CONIACIEO [HBASSY RIYADH 10 DISCUSS IHE UPCOfllNG AUGUST 
CONSULAR VISII WITH HER OAUCHI[RS. PQSI REOUESTEO THAI 
SHE ADVISE the OEPARTflEHI AS 10 WHETHER SHE WISHES US 

10 PROCEED WIIH ARRANGING IKE VISII IN lARlY AUCUSl OR 
PDSIPONE il UNIU isiE AUGUS! WHEN POSI SENIOR SCS ESN 
'■ONSUEAR ASSISIAHI WUl 8E SACK FROM VACAIION. MS. 

3USH PROVIDED POSI WIIH A FAX EfllER tlSilXG HER 
08JECIIVES fO* IHE COHSUIAR VISII. FAX fEXl IS 
REPEAIED BEIOW FOR DEPARIflEKl INroRMAilON, IK LIGNT OF 
ns. ROUSH’S REQUESTS. POST NEEDS ADOlItOHAE OEPARlKENl 
GUIDANCE. BEYOND REflEl- AS 10 HOW 10 CONDUCT IKE 
COKSUIAR VISII. POST ALSO REOUESIS OEPARIflEKl PROVIDE 
A STAIUS REPORT AS 10 AHY AHD All OUTSIRNOING U.S. AND 
INlERPOl VARRAKIS OK XHAIID AE CKVSKAYAK FOR 
IHIERHATIOHAl CHIlD ABDUCTION. END SUMMARY. 

3. ON JUIY 3T. 3901. MS. PAIRICIA ROUSH, MOTHER Of 
AEIA AND AISHA Al CHUSHAYAN. CAtlED IHE EMBASSY RIYADH 
COKSUIAR SECTION AND SPOKE WITH IHE ACS COHOff (AND 
ACTING CONSUE GENCRAl). WHEN ADVISED THAI THE SENIOR 
SCS CONSULAR ASSISIAHI IS OH ANNUAL lEAlf IX SYRIA 
UHITl AUCUSl 2S, MS. ROUSH EXPRESSED DEEP 
DISAPPOIKIMENI THAT THIS EMPLOYEE VILE BE UHAVAUABlE 
TO CONIACI KHAtiD Al GHUSHAYAH TO MAKE IHE ARRANGEMENTS 
FOR IHE AUGUST VISIT VIIH ALIA AND AISHA. SHE AISO 
EXPRESSED IHE STRONG VIEW THAI ONLY THIS INDIVIDUAL HAD 
THE NECESSARY PERSONAL RAPPORT TO SPEAK WITH Al 
CHUSHAYAN. 


ALSO BEOUESICD PHOTOGRAPHS OF AHA AND AISHA .AND CONOFF 
SAID Wf WOULD TRY TO GET HER SOME. 

G. FOllOVIHC IHIS CONVERSATION, ns ROUSH imEPIAIElY 
SENT POSI A FAX WIIH HER PREFIREKCES TOR IBE nEHING 
WIIH HER DAUGHTERS. TEXT FOllOVS. 

TEXI Of ROUSH FAX OATfO JUIY 21 . 389! 


JUir 33. 7D0T 
ttA3EH. FSH 

UNHID STATES insAssr 
RIYADH. SAUDI ARABIA 

£ J 

WHEN YOU MEEI VIIH MV DAUGHTERS IN .AUGUST CAN YOU MAKE 
IKE FOLIOVIKG REOliESIS; 

I. TRY TO MEET UIlH AHA AND HER HUSG.ANO RIONE WIIH 
KHAIID PRESENT. IF IRIS tS NOT POSSIBIE. TRY TO GET A 
PHONE NUneER FOR HER HUSBAND OR HER VKIA SO YOU GAN 
SPEAK WITH THEM AT A LATER DATE AFTER THE KHAllD/AISKA 
MEEIIHC. SHE Will MOT BE ABIE TO SPEAK fREElY WHEN 
KHAIID TS PRESENT BECAUSE SHE HAS BEEN BRAINWASHED OVER 
ALL THESE TEARS AHD (V[N THOUGH SHE IS OUT OF HIS 
HOUSE. HE SIlll HAS A PSYCHaOClCAl HOLD OH HER. SHE 
SIIIL HAS FO MAIKIAIN A RElAilONSNiP WtlN HIR AND THE 
FAHHV AHD DOESN'T VAXI 10 SAT OR DO ANYTHING THAI WILL 


COHOFf .ACKNOVIEDCEO IKE VALUE Of THE fSK CONSULAR 
ASSISTANT S lONC ESTABHSHED RAPPDPI WITH Al GHUSHAYAH 
Bui SAIO THAI FHE EUBASST IS NOl SOlElY DEPENDENT ON 
HIR AND C.AN EFFtCIlVElY CONIACI Al CHUSHAYAN AND EFFECT 
IHE VISIT WIIH ns. ROUSH S D.^UGHlERS. NONElHElESS. 

COHOff lOiD MS ROUSH iHAi if SHf fIRRIY OPPOSES 
ARRANGING IHE '.'iSlI BEFORE IHE fSN’S REFURN, IHE 
EMBASSY Will 0ESPECI HEP WISH AND POSIPONE EffORiS 10 
SIABUSK IBt APPOINIMENI lOF A flMAlE COHOFF 10 MEET 
.<IIK AllA AND AISHA UNFIi FHl END OF AUGVSl If THIS 

IS IHE CASE- ns. ROUSH SHOUID SC ADVISE IHE OEPARTMEN! 
AND IKY DEPARlnENl WOUIP COnnUNICf.IE ■HiS TO POSI. 

COHOFF 'MPH.ASL'EP IHAI IHF OLPARIMEHI AND POST SHOUID 


CAUSE DlSXARnOKV. IF SHE IS ALONE WITH HER HUSBAND- 
ESPECIALIT AflER THE HONEYMOON. SHE MAY HAVE flORE POWER 
WIIN IHE NUS8RHD. If SHf HAS BEEN OU! Of IHE *SA FOR 
IVO noniHS IN EUROPE. SHE MAY BE VERY PISSAllSriED UPON 
KAUINC TO RETURN INERT nND BE RESlRlCIED AGAIN. DON’T 
lORCET SHE HAS NEVER BEEN OUT Of SAUDI ARABIA SiNCt SHE 
WAS SEUEH YEARS OED. HER FREEDOM ’WILL BE A SHOCK 10 
HER' 


3. IBT TO TAKE PKOtOGRM'HS Of A{JA AND HER HUSBAND AHL 
Of AISHA PLEASE SEHD THEM iO ME. 


3 GIVE « IP. HY lElEPKOHE HUMBIP. 
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UNCLASSIHtU 

Deportment of State 


TELEGRAM 


PACE 8? Of 87 8iye,DH 80 Of 03 7S13772 

EflAll ADDRESS: PAIROUSHlAi SIGHtAOl.COfi 
HAIRUNC ISICl ADDRESS: S0 JUSTIN ORiUE. 

SAK fRAHCiSCO. CA 
3U17 


JULY 73. 780! 

PACE TVO 

lELl KHAUO THE fOllOVIHC; 

A. YOU VANT TO TAfE PICTURES Of AiSHA. 

B. YOU VANT AISHA TO BE ABLE TO CALI nE AND EOftll 
HE 

C YOU ARE REOUESTiNC THAT AISHA BE AUOVEO TO DISH 
HE IN THE UNITED STATES AND AHAUD NAY BRING HER «llTf 
HinSElF I WKl REflOUE All VARRANTS fOR HIS ARREST 
BOTH IN THE UNITED STATES AND (NTERHATiONAltY. HE VIII 
BE FREE TO TRAVEL AISHA CAN RETURN VITH Kin 10 rSA. 


SHCSlZt RIYADH 078SS SB Of 03 7SI377Z SHCi!7S 

AM IHEIR DESIRES CONCERNING THE REUTIONS THEY VISH TO 
IMillTAIN yilH HER. nOVINC I^Et BEYOND THESE POIHIS 
IVKICI HERE PRESEHIEO TO PRINCE SAEflAN AND TRANSflIITED 
10 IK « CHUSHAYAN EAfllLY) CDUID PROUOYE A SIRONECY 
KCAIIK REACTION THAT. IN TURN. PROVOAES A SERIOUS 
SETBACl IN OUS EFfORTS ON BEHALF Of flS. ROUSH. 

J. fWASSY VOUIO APPREOIAIE DEPARTHENT CAREFUllY 
KIGHIHC ns. ROUSI'S OBJECTIVES AGAINST THESE 
COHSIDERAIIOHS AND PROVIDING EflBASSY GUIDANCE VIA 
lElEGRAfl fOR CONDUCT Of INC COHSlNAfi VISIT VIIK THE Al 

CHUSNAYAM DAUGHTERS. 

10. EflBASST APPRECl.ATES DEPARIflENI ASSISTANCE. 

BRAYSHAV 


I JUST VANT HER TO nEET HY fAnill. 

S. lEll .ALU AHD HER HUS8AH0 THAI 1 Vlll BE IN ITAIY 
IH IRE flOHTH Of OCTOBER INIS YEAR AND VOUIO HKE TO 
(1E:I THEN IN IIAIY. AST IHAEIO If Nf VOIRD HEET K IN 
MAIY VITH AISHA. I VILE lAKE IKE VARRAHIS OET TOR RIS 
ARREST. HE VIU BE TREE TO TRAVEE. HE CAN HAVE THE 
SAJOI AUTHORITIES CHECY THE INTERHATlOHAi COflPUIfRS. If 
HE I lYfS. TO EE SURE IHA! Kf IS CIEAR. 

JUST TRY 10 CONVINCE HIH. I Afl SURE THAI HE RfCEIWD A 
LOT Of flOHEY IRON INf SOCCER PlAYER fOR A[ lA. HE WANTS 
TO TRAVEl NOV, HE JUST MY BE Vlll INC TO CEAl. HE IS 
GEITINC OIDER AHO TEH Hlfl THAT If HE VAIIS UHIil AISHA 
'S HARRIED TOR THE VARRANTS TO BE I IF TED' IT VIU DE 
IC UIE- AHO I NAY HOT BE VIUINC 10 DO THAI .AflER SHI 
iS flARRIEO CAK YOU TAKE A CEU PHONE VITH YOU VHfN 
YOU OEEI THEH AHD CAU Of fROTI THE NEETING. If 
CHESHAYAN VIU AllOV THE CAU? 

IHANR YOU. 

SINCERELY YOURS. 

PATRICIA ROUSH 

END TEXT 


7. COfWENI. POST IS UNSURE TP KS. ROUSH CAN HAVE THE 
VARRANTS ON THAI ID AL CHUSKAYAN LifPED. EROfl PREVIOUS 

CHILD CUSIODY CASES. VE ARE AWARE Of CASES IN WHICH THE 
lEPI BEHIND PARENT HAS VISHED TO DROP CHARGES- BUl THE 
LOCAL STATE DISTRICT ATTORNEY HAS OECIIKEO TO DO SO A$ 
THE STATE HAS NAD AN INTEREST IN NOT SEEING US COUtl 
ORDERS IGNORED VIIH ItlPUKIlY. GIVEN THE ACES Of ALIA 
AND AISHA- POST IS UNCERTAIN If Al GHUSKAYAH IS STIU 
UNDER .ANY STAfE OR INTERPOL VARRANTS FOR INTERNATlOHiH 
CHILD ABOUCItOK OS ANY OTHER CHARGES, if WOULD BE 
HELPfL'l if THE OEPaRTHENI COULD ADVISE POST PRIOR fO 
THE .lEEIINC AS TO THE STATUS Of THE WARRANTS fllED 
AGAINST Al CHUSHATAH 

«. AS DEPARIfiEN! VIU APPRECIATE- THE OBJECTIVES LAID 
OUT fCR IHE CONSULAR VISIT VIIK flS. ROUSH S BAUGBIIRS 
GO VEU BETONO THE lERnS Of IKE ORlGlKAl REOUES! flADf 
OR THIS V'Sli AHD SUPPCRIEO El IHE GOVERNOR Of RTYRDK. 
PiNCE SAifitK BIH ABOUIAZ!:. [flEJSSY IS PREPARED TO 
PUSH IHE ENVELOP FOR IKE SAKE Of StllSfYINC NS. ROUSH'S 

lECliinAIE PtSlRlS TO lEARN OF HEP D.AUGH'ESS 'VUfAR! 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
PROG 00/06/01 
CDA:C 

CONSi" . 

coHsti com I I 

CONS DMA 

AMEMBASSY RIYADH 
SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 
INFO AMCONSUL JEDDAH 

FOR CA/OCS/ACS/NESA, CA/OCS/CI, AND NEA/ARP 
E.O. 12958: N/A 

TAGS: CASC, KOCI. SA (AL GHUSHAYAN, ALIA) (AL 
GHUSHAYAN, AISHA) 

SUBJECT: W/W ALIA AND AISHA TO. GHUSHAYAN, DAUGHTERS OF 
PATRICIA ROUSH 


Ref: RIYADH 002055 AND PREVIOUS 

1. Summary. On August 6, 2001, Embassy Riyadh 
consular staffers met with Khalid A.l Ghushayan in the 
office of the Deputy Governor Abdullah Blehed. As the 
father, Al Ghushayan refused to permit a female 
conoff, with Embassy FSN translator, to meet privately 
with Aisha Al Ghushayan. He said Chat he will discuss 
with Alia as to whether she will meet with a female 
conoff, but that Alia's husband will have to give his 
permission. Al Ghushayan counter -proposed that Ms. 
Roush come to Saudi Arabia and that he would permit 
her to meet for Aisha for one hour but that he would 
have to be sitting in on that meeting. He said that 
if Ms. Roush came to Saudi Arabia, the husband would 
have to give her permission to meet with Alia. Al 
Ghushayan accepted Ms. Roush's U.S. telephone numbers 
and e-mail addres.s and said he would discuss with his 
daughters whether or not they would contact their 
mother. He also provided consular staffers with his 
Saudi cell phone number and invited Ms. Roush to call 
him and discuss the situation. Because consular 
staffers did not meet with the daughters/Tadie^, we 
held Ms. Roush's letters and await instructions 
whether to send them to Al Ghushayan's post office box 
in Riyadh, as he proposed, for him to pass them to 
Alia and Aisha. Al Ghushayan ruled out photographs 
and any visits outside Saudi Arabia between Alia and 
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Aisha and Ms. Roush. Having met with A1 Ghushayan and 
had a very frank exchange of views, post is optimistic 
that over time we can negotiate with him to gain 
contact with Alia and Aisha. End Summary. 

2. On August 6, 2001, Embassy Riyadh ACS conoff (and 
Acting Consul General, Vice Consul, and ACS Consular 
Assistant met with Khalid Al Ghushayan, the father of 
Alia and Aisha Al Ghushayan, the daughters of American 
citizen Patricia Roush. The meeting took place in the 
office of the Riyadh Deputy Governor, Shaykh Abdullah 
Blehed, Blehed himself introduced Al Ghushayan to 
consular staffers and sat in on the first half hour of 
the meeting. He then left his private secretary, 
Abdulaziz M. Al Hussein to monitor the meeting and to 
represent the Governorate . 

3. Consular staffers began the meeting by explaining 
that their primary purposes in wanting to meet with 
Alia and Aisha, per Department instructions, were; 

- to reassure Ms. Roush as to her daughters' welfare; 

- to find out something of their lives and activities 
to communicate to Ms. Roush; and 

- to determine their desires regarding their future 
relationship with Ms. Roush, their mother. 

4. Al Ghushayan disagreed with this frame of 
reference, noting that in his culture and his religion 
the father and the husband determine the activities of 
their daughters and wives . He also expressed anxiety 
that the Embassy will want to have a continuing role 
in his daughters' lives. CG told Al Ghushayan that if 
the left behind parent and the children are 
communicating directly, there is no need for the 
Embassy to exercise a welfare/whereabouts role. 

5. CG noted that to achieve the fundamental objective 
of this welfare/whereabouts, consular staffers need to 
meet with Alia and Aisha, and, hopefully, Alia's 
husband privately. Al Ghushayan objected to such a 
meeting, saying that the Embassy would try to unduly 
and inappropriately influence her. We explained that 
by a private meeting, we meant that the Vice Consul 
would meet one-on-one with the young ladies with only 
a translator and Al Ghushayan could be in the same 
room at a distance, able to observe but unable to 
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overhear. Al Ghushayan also found this arrangement 
unacceptable although he .said Alla's husband was the 
person to answer for her. Deputy Governor Blehed 
commented that he doubted that adult young women such 
as Alia and Aisha should not be overly influenced and 
should be able to speak for themselves, however, he 
did not intervene more forcefully. Al Ghushayan 
disagreed with Blehed, commenting that not even the 
King can tell him to violate Shari' a law in this 
regard. C6 noted several times that only if we can 
talk directly and privately with Alia and Aisha can we 
report credibly to Ms . Roush as to the young ladies ' 
desires for a future relationship with their mother. 

6. Al Ghushayan counter-proposed that Ms. Roush come 
to Saudi Arabia and that he would allow her to meet 
for one hour with Aisha. He said that the husband 
would determine whether or not Ms. Roush could visit 
with Alia. Consular staffers agreed to report this 
offer to Ms. Roush and Al Ghushayan said that he would 
talk with both his daughters about the whole question 
of meeting with the Vice Consul, meeting with their 
mother, and contacts with their mother. He asked for 
and accepted Ms. Roush's San Francisco telephone 
numbers and her e-mail address, holding out the 
possibility that Alia and Aisha may contact their 
mother directly. In addition, he gave us his Saudi 
cell phone number (966-55-495-716) and invited Ms. 
Roush to call him and discuss the situation with him. 

7. Al Ghushayan offered to receive the three letters 
Ms. Roush faxed to post (one each for Alia, Aisha, and 
Alia's husband), either directly or mailed to his post 
office box (P. O. Box 62374, Riyadh 11585, Saudi 
Arabia) , and said he would pass them on. Consular 
staffers opted to consult with Ms. Roush as to whether 
to pass the letters to Al Ghushayan or to hold them 
for a possible future meeting with her daughters. 

Please advise. 

8. Al Ghushayan ruled out photographing of Alia and 
Aisha. He declined to provide contact information for 
Alia and her husband. He said that it was quote 
impossible unquote for Aisha to travel to the U.S. and 
he said that it was equally impossible for Alia or 
Aisha to meet in a third country with their mother . 

Al Ghushayan also explained that raising the subject 
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of contacts with Ms. Roush would affect negatively 
Alia's new marriage. He said that her husband knew 
that Alia's mother is American, but he had been told 
that she had no contact with her mother. He said that 
he would first talk with Alia to see what to do about 
Ms. Roush's request for contacts before seeing if it 
was necessary to bring the husband into the picture . 

9, It was a difficult and emotional meeting for Al 
Ghushayan. He swung between politeness and hostility, 
and made clear that he has no trust in Ms. Roush. At 
times, he was defiant, saying that no one would force 
him to do anything, that he had no regard for the U.S. 
and politics, and that he would act as he saw fit to 
protect his daughters. Consular staff er.s gently, 
repeatedly, and persistently over the two hour meeting 
prodded Al Ghushayan as to the need for private, one- 
on-one meetings with Alia and Aisha to elicit credible 
responses as to their desires for a future 
relationship with their mother. In our minds, the pot 
has been stirred and Al Ghushayan needs time to think 
through our position and his and to consult with Alia 
and Aisha. He said that he will respond further to us 
in the next few days. However, post would appreciate 
feedback from Ms. Roush as to her reaction to Al 
Ghushayan' s counter proposal that she visit Saudi 
Arabia. The Mission has occasionally sponsored left 
behind parents to visit their Amcit children in the 
Kingdom and we would be willing to do so in this case. 
We understand that the Department (CA/OCS/CI) can 
direct left behind parents to private funding .sources 
in the U.S. for grants to finance such visits. Please 
advise as soon as possible so that we can continue the 
dialog with Al Ghushayan. 

Brayshaw## 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
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FOR CA/OCS/ACS/NESA, CA/OCS/CI, AND NEA/ARP 
E.O. 12958: N/A 

TAGS: CASC, KOCI , SA (AL GHUSHAYAN, ALIA) (AL 
GHUSHAYAN, AISHA} 

SUBJECT: W/W ALIA AND AISHA AL GHUSHAYAN, DAUGHTERS OF 
PATRICIA ROUSH 

Ref: RIYADH 002055 AND PREVIOUS 

1. Summary. On August 6, 2001, Embassy Riyadh 
consular staffers met with Khalid Al Ghushayan in the 
office of the Deputy Governor Abdullah Blehed. As the 
father, Al Ghushayan refused to permit a female 
conoff, with Embassy FSN translator, to meet privately 
with Aisha Al Ghushayan. He said that he will discuss 
with Alia as to whether she will meet with a female 
conoff, but that Alia's husband will have Co give his 
permission. Al Ghushayan counter-proposed that Ms. 
Roush come to Saudi Arabia and that he would permit 
her to meet for Aisha for one hour but that he would 
have to be sitting in on that meeting. He said that 
if Ms. Roush came to Saudi Arabia, the husband would 
have to give her permission to meet with Alia. Al 
Ghushayan accepted Ms- Roush's U.S. telephone numbers 
and e-mail address and said he would discuss with his 
daughters whether or not they would contact their 
mother. He also provided consular staffers with his 
Saudi cell phone number and invited Ms. Roush to call 
him and discuss the situation. Because consular 
staffers did not meet with the daughters^adie^, we 
held Ms. Roush's letters and await instructions 
whether to send them to Al Ghushayan' s post office box 
in Riyadh, as he proposed, for him to pass them to 
Alia and Aisha. Al Ghushayan ruled out photographs 
and any visits outside Saudi Arabia between Alia and 
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Aisha and Ms. Roush. Having met with A1 Ghushayan and 
had a very frank exchange of views, post is optimistic 
that over time we can negotiate with him to gain 
contact with Alia and Aisha. End Summary. 

2. On August 6, 2001, Embassy Riyadh ACS conoff (and 
Acting Consul General, Vice Consul, and ACS Consular 
Assistant met with Khalid Al Ghushayan, the father of 
Alia and Aisha Al Ghushayan, the daughters of American 
citizen Patricia Roush. The meeting took place in the 
office of the Riyadh Depvity Governor, Shaykh Abdullah 
Blehed. Blehed himself introduced Al Ghushayan to 
consular staffers and sat in on the first half hour of 
the meeting. He then left his private secretary, 
Abdulaziz M. Al Hussein to monitor the meeting and to 
represent the Governorate . 

3. Consular staffers began the meeting by explaining 
that their primary purposes in wanting to meet with 
Alia and Aisha, per Department instructions, were: 

- to reassure Ms. Roush as to her daughters' welfare; 

- to find out something of their lives and activities 
to communicate to Ms. Roush; and 

- to determine their desires regarding their future 
relationship with Ms. Roush, their mother. 

4. Al Ghushayan disagreed with this frame of 
reference, noting that in his culture and his religion 
the father and the husband determine the activities of 
their daughters and wives. He also expressed anxiety 
that the Embassy will want to have a continuing role 
in his daughters' lives. CG told Al Ghushayan that if 
the left behind parent and the children are 
communicating directly, there is no need for the 
Embassy to exercise a welfare/whereabouts role. 

5. CG noted that to achieve the fundamental objective 
of this welfare/whereabouts, consular staffers need to 
meet with Alia and Aisha, and, hopefully, Alia's 
husband privately. Al Ghushayan objected to such a 
meeting, saying that the Embassy would try to unduly 
and inappropriately influence her. We explained that 
by a private meeting, we meant that the Vice Consul 
would meet one-on-one with the young ladies with only 
a translator and Al Ghushayan could be in the same 
room at a distance, able to observe but unable to 
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overhear. A1 Ghushayan also found this arrangement 
unacceptable although he said Alia's husband was the 
person to answer for her. Deputy Governor Blehed 
commented that he doubted that adult young women such 
as Alia and Aisha should not be overly influenced and 
should be able to speak for themselves, however, he 
did not intervene more forcefully. A1 Ghushayan 
disagreed with Blehed, commenting that not even the 
King can tell him to violate Shari 'a law in this 
regard. CG noted several times that only if we can 
talk directly and privately with Alia and Aisha can we 
report credibly to Ms. Roush as to the young ladies' 
desires for a future relationship with their mother. 

6. A1 Ghushayan counter-proposed that Ms. Roush come 
to Saudi Arabia and that he would allow her to meet 
for one hour with Aisha. He said that the husband 
would determine whether or not Ms. Roush could visit 
with Alia. Consular staffers agreed to report this 
offer to Ms. Roush and Al Ghushayan said that he would 
talk with both his daughters about the whole question 
of meeting with the Vice Consul, meeting with their 
mother, and contacts with their mother. He asked for 
and accepted Ms. Roush's San Francisco telephone 
numbers and her e-mail address, holding out the 
possibility that Alia and Aisha may contact their 
mother directly. In addition, he gave us his Saudi 
cell phone number (966-55-495-716) and invited Ms. 
Roush to call him and discuss the situation with him. 

7. Al Ghushayan offered to receive the three letters 
Ms. Roush faxed to post (one each for Alia, Aisha, and 
Alia's husband), either directly or mailed to his post 
office box (P. O. Box 62374, Riyadh 11585, Saudi 
Arabia) , and said he would pass them on. Consular 
staffers opted to consult with Ms. Roush as to whether 
to pass the letters to Al Ghushayan or to hold them 
for a possible future meeting with her daughters. 

Please advise. 

8 . Al Ghushayan ruled out photographing of Alia and 
Aisha. He declined to provide contact information for 
Alia and her husband. He said that it was quote 
impossible unquote for Aisha to travel to the U.S. and 
he said that it was equally impossible for Alia or 
Aisha to meet in a third country with their mother. 

Al Ghushayan also explained that raising the subject 
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of contacts with Ms. Roush would affect negatively 
Alia's new marriage. He said that her husband knew 
that Alia's mother is American, but he had been told 
that she had no contact with her mother. He said that 
he would first talk with Alia to see what to do about 
Ms. Roush's request for contacts before seeing if it 
was necessary to bring the husband into the picture. 

9. It was a difficult and emotional meeting for Al 
Ghushayan. He swung between politeness and hostility, 
and made clear that he has no trust in Ms. Roush. At 
times, he was defiant, saying that no one would force 
him to do anything, that he had no regard for the U.S. 
and politics, and that he would act as he saw fit to 
protect his daughters. Consular staffers gently, 
repeatedly, and persistently over the two hour meeting 
prodded Al Ghushayan as to the need for private, one- 
on-one meetings with Alia and Aisha to elicit credible 
responses as to their desires for a future 
relationship with their mother. In our minds, the pot 
has been stirred and Al Ghushayan needs time to think 
through our position and his and to consult with Alia 
and Aisha. He said that he will respond further to us 
in the next few days. However, post would appreciate 
feedback from Ms. Roush as to her reaction to Al 
Ghushayan' s counter proposal that she visit Saudi 
Arabia. The Mission has occasionally sponsored left 
behind parents to visit their Amcit children in the 
Kingdom and we would be willing to do so in this case. 
We understand that the Department (CA/OCS/CI) can 
direct left behind parents to private funding sources 
in the U.S. for grants to finance such visits. Please 
advise as soon as possible so that we can continue the 
dialog with Al Ghushayan. 

Brayshaw## 
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SUBJECT: WELFARE^WHeSEAeOUTS OF ACIA AND AISHA AL 
GHUSHAYAN, DAUGHTERS OF PATRICIA ROUSH 


REF: 


1. ON AUGUST 7. 2001. KHALID AL GHUSHAYAN. FATHER OF 

AMCITS ALIA AND AISHA AL GHUSHAYAN. CALLED EMBASSY 
RIYADH AND SPOKE WITH ACS CONOFF. AL GHUSHAYAN ADVISED 
CONOFF THAT HE HAD DISCUSSED WITH ALIA ABOUT MEETING 
WITH A POST CONOFF. ME SAID THAT ALIA OIO NOT WANT TO 
MEET WXTi-i A COMOFF SECAUSE QUOTE SHE WAS WORRItO THAT 

IT WILL 8e A PROBLEM FOR HER MARRIED LIFE UNQUOTE. AL 
GHUSHAYAN ALSO SAID THAT ALIA HAD TOL O HIM THAT NOW 
THAT THEY HAVE A TELEPHONE NUMBER IN THE UNITED STATES 
FOR HER MOTHER, SHE (ALIA) QUOTE MAY CAUL HER MOTHER IN 
A FEW WEEKS' TIME UNQUOTE. 

2. AL GHUSHAYAN SAID THAT HE WILL DISCUSS WITH AISHA A ' 
MEETING AND CONTACTS WITH MS. ROUSH AS SOON AS IT IS 
CONVENIENT AND WILL RELAY HER RESPONSE TO CONOFF. 

3. CONOFF THANKED AL GHUSHAYAN FOR THIS MESSAGE. 

HOWEVER. HE REMINDED AL GHUSHAYAN OF THE NECESSITY OF 
PRIVATE CONVERSATIONS WITH ALIA ANO AISHA TO ESTABLISH 
WITH CREDIBILITY EXACTLY WHAT TMCIR WISHES ARE 
CONCERNING THFtR RELATIONSHIP WITH THEIR MOTHER AND 
WHAT IS THEIR CURRENT SITUATION. 

ROBERTS 
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Roush Phone Call, August 7, 2001 

Officers from our Embassy in Riyadh met yesterday vwlh Khalid AI Gheshayan. 
Is this a good time for me to provide you with information about that meeting? 


• Meeting tasted two hours 

• Took place in the Office of Deputy Governor of Riyadh, Abdullah Blehed 

• Participants: 

.iJS: _ 


] ^ 

FSN 

Saudi: 

Khalid AI Gheshayan 

Deputy Governor Abdullah Blehed (30 minutes) 

Abdulaziz M. A! Hussein (Private Secretary to Deputy Governor) 


^ j fpened the meeting by staling, the Embassy wanted a 
consular officer to rneet with Alia and Aisha individually for three reasons: 

• To reassure the Embassy and you of your daughters* welfare 

• To find out something of your daughters' lives and activities in order to 
communicate this to you. 

• To determine from your daughters, themselves, their desires regarding their 
future relationship with you. 

Good News and Bad News to report : 

Good News 


AI Gheshayan: 

• Accepted your U.S. telephone number and e-mail address and said he would 
discuss with Alia and Aisha whether they should contact you. 

♦ Provided his cell phone number (966-55-495-7 16) and invited you to call him 
to discuss the situation, including a visit with your daughters in Saudi Arabia. 
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• Said he would discuss with Alia and Aisha their meeting with a female US 
consular officer and FSN translator, as long as he is present also. (Said Alia's 
husband must agree to this. Husband also must agree to a private meeting 
between Alia and the female consul with neither man present.) 

• Said he would contact the Embassy in a few days about a meeting between 
Aisha or Alia and a consular officer. 

• Said he would agree to your coming to Saudi Arabia for a one-hour meeting 
with Aisha there. (He would be in the room.) 


Bad News 


Al Gheshayan; 

• Refused to agree to Aisha meeting privately with the female consular officer 
and FSN translator (even if he were in the room and able to observe but not 
hear) 

• Refused a request to that ttie consul take photographs of your daughters for 
you. 

• Declined to provide contact information for Alia or her husband. 

• Said it is "impossible” for Aisha to travel to the US to meet you. 

• Said it is "impossible" for Alia or Aisha lo travel lo a third country to meet you. 

Other Results: 

Ai Gheshayan: 

• Said Alia's husband would have to decide if she could meet with you. 

• Offered lo receive the 3 letters you faxed lo the Embassy for delivery lo your 
daughters - either directly or by mail to P.O. Box 62374 

Riyadh 11585 
Saudi Arabia 

^ "^id not hand over the letters and asks for your 
instructions on this.) 
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Embassy Comments 




. Reports that over the two hour meet, embassy 


representatives persistently and repeatedly emphasized to Ai Gheshayan the 
need for private one-on-one meetings with Alia and Aisha. 

Relieves AI Gheshayan needs time to talk to your daughters about this and 
consider the situation, 

I believer jfaxed to you the name of the person they believe is Alia's 

husbandrFahadAbdulmohsen AI Gheshayan. 

Best way to send videotapes to the embassy for possible delivery to Alia and 
Aisha is through the diplomatic pouch. Use normal US postage and send to: 


C- 

ueps 


department of biaie 
6300 Riyadh Place 
Washington, DC 2052R6300 
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Question : What is the Department’s position on the case of A!ia and Alsha Al- 

Gheshayan, Saudi American dual citizens, who were parentally abducted by their 

Saudi father to Saudi Arabia in 1986? The young women’s mother is American 

citizen Patricia Roush. 

• An.swer: The case of the Al-Gheshayan sisters and Mrs. Roush is one of the most 
difficult and frustrating child custody/parenta! abduction cases on wliich that the 
Department of State has worked. Tlie Department readily acknowledges Mrs. Roush's 
pain and anguish over the years that she has been separated from her daughters. The 
girls are now adults. The Embassy will continue efforts to maintain communication 
between Mrs. Roush and her daughters. 

• If pressed: We do not see the matter as amenable to govemment-to-gov’^emment 
intervention- Neither the Saudi Government nor the U.S. Government can compel the 
parties lo any given action. If confirmed, I can only promise to use my good offices 
to try to help improve communication between Mrs. Roush and her daughters. 

• Background: Saudi law is such that Saudi authorities considered Aha and Aisha lo 
be exclusively Saudi citizens. As such, they have needed the permission of their 
father to depart Saudi Arabia. (We understand that Alia has recently married and 
now would require her husband’s pennission lo depart Saudi Arabia.) Their Saudi 
father has never given this permission. 

Thus, the Department’s role has been to attempt to maintain communication between 
the left-behind parent - Mrs. Roush - and her daughters. Given the antagonism 
between the parents, Mrs. Roush has had little contact with her daughters. She was 
able to visit with them on one occasion in Saudi Arabia in 1995. 

Alia and Aisha are now over 1 8 years of age. Since they now are adults, the 
Department considei's that its responsibility is to ensure their welfare rather than 
pursuing their situation as a child custody case. Most recently, the Embassy in 
Riyadh has been working to gain access to the young women, to speak with them 
privately to ascertain their current situation and their desires as to their future 
relationship with their mother. To date, despite high level Saudi Goverrunent 
cooperation in arranging an August meeting with the young women’s Saudi father, an 
Embassy consular officer has not been able to meet with Alia and Aisha. The 
Department and the Embassy will continue these efforts. One positive development 
of the August meeting with the Saudi fatfier is that we understand that Aisha and her 
mother have spoken on the telephone recently on at least two occasions. 

DraflediCONS. 

Cleared:CDA 

CA/OCS: 
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Patricia Roush Oifono and Pre-2(K)I Background 

30 Oct 01: Riyadli ^ , petums the 28 Oct phone call of Patricia Roiisli (PR) to 

Ambassador Jordan. PR politely tclisf , ;he wants to talk to the Ambassador to get a progress report 
on what he has done to gain "release and repatriation" of her daughters. She says she resents the fact 
that the Ambassador’s secretary referred her call to the ccmstilar section. PR emphasizes that her 
daughters' case is a state-to-state issue not a consular matter. ‘ ^ Advises her to inform the 
Ambassador of her views in writing, and she says she will. 

29 Oct 01: Riyadh ACS tries unsuccessfully to locate a phone number for Alia’s husband, Fahad 
Abdulmohsen Al-Gheshayan, and asks NEA/ARP if they could contact Majed Al-Ghesheyan, an 
Administrative Attache with the Saudi Embassy in Washington, and determine if he can provide a phone 
number. Embassy Riyadh is attempting to talk directly with Alia to leam her desires regarding contact 
with her mother and to obtain her permission to conduct a welfare visit. 

5 Oct 0 1 : Department advises Riyadh to continue its efforts both to facilitate contact between PR and 
her daughters and to arrange a direct meeting between a consular officer and Alia and Aisha to 
detenriine their welfare. In response to Riyadh’s concerns about the Privacy Act rights of the dau^ters. 
Department advises Riyadh to keep PR informtxl of its efforts to meet with her daughters but to avoid 
rela>dng second-hand information (from their father or Alia’s husband) about their welfare and desires. 

9 Sep 01 : PR phones Riyadh consular section seeking confirmation of the identity of Alia's husband. 
(Post was told by an official in the office of the Governor of Riyadh that the husband is Fahad Al- 
Ghesheyan. PR said her ex-husband, Kiiahd Al-Ghesheyan, told her earlier that day that Fahad is not 
the husband but that a teacher who resides in Al-Kharj, 90 km from Riyadh is.) PR says she spoke 
briefly with Aisha but the conversation was too limited because of Aisha’s poor command of English. 

PR says she asked Khahd to allow AivSha to come to the US to study. Riyadh notes to the Department 
that Khalid Al-Ghesheyan continues to deny consular officers direct access to his daughters, claiming 
neither want to meet with US officials. 

14 Aug 01: PR writes a letter to NEA A/S Bums responding to phone briefings she had received for 
CA/OCS/ACS on 9 and 7 August. Tlie 7 August^efing informed PR,^ a meeting the day before 
among Riyadi{*" _ ^ Riyadh^ jnd Khalid Al- 

Ghesheyan. The primary purpose of this meeting was to obtain Al-Gfiesheyan’s permission for a female 
consular officer to meet privately with Alia and Aisha to determine their welfare and their desires 
regarding their future relationship with their mother. T "jalso provided Al-Ghesheyan with PR’s 
telephone number and e-mail address and urged him to encourage his daugliters to conimunicaledirectly 
with their mother. Al-Ghesheyan promised to consult with his daughters and invited PR to Riyadh for a 
one-hour meeting that would include himself, PR and Aisha. Ihe 9 August briefing infomietl PR of two 
phone calls Al-Ghesheyan made to[ " In the first call, Al-Gheshcyan reported that Alia did not want 
to meet with a female consular officer because "she is worried that it will be a problem for her married 
life." Alia said .she may phone her mother. In the second call, Al-Ghesheyan reported that Aisha would 
like to see her mother i f PR comes to Saudi Arabia. However, Aisha does not want to meet with a 
consular officer to di.scus.s her life, her interests, or her activities because she finds such meetings 
stressful and unpleasant. Al-Ghesheyan said Aisha probably will call her mother and get to know her 
".step by step." Al-Ohesheyan said he had changed over the years and hoped PR had changed also. 
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In her letter to A/S Burns, PR requested a written report of Khalid Al-Ghesheyan’s conimunications with 
Embassy Riyadh and the Department. She announce that she would accept telephone calls from the 
Department informing her of developments in her case "as long as a written report is also faxed" to her. 
She reported that she would be happy to travel to Saudi Arabia to visit her daugliters, but only "under 
the following circumstances:" 

-- She be able to visit both daughters for three hours each day she is in Riyadh for a total of eight 
consecutive days. 

— The visits with Alia and Aisha be private among her and her dau^ters, and that Khalid Al- 
Ghesheyan not be present. 

— That she be free to take "unrestricted" photographs of her daughters. 

— That Alia is welcome to bring her husband to some of the meetings. 

— That she be able to meet with Ambassador Jordan and that he provide her support and accompany 
her to the offices of the Crown Prince, the Minister of Foreign Affairs and the Minister of the Interior. 
That Ambassador Jordan request these officials to "grant a visit to the US" by both Alia and Aisha and 
provide the young women "a guaranteed safe passage out of Saudi Arabia." 

— That all expenses for her trip be paid for by either the National Center for Missing Children, the 
Department of State, or the Saudi government. 

— That a "third person" escort her during her trip. This escort "could possibly be my attorney or staff 
personnel of a Senatorial or Congressional office." 

— That her meetings with the three Saudi princes referred to above be confirmed before her arrival in 
Riyadh. 

1 3 August 0 1 : CA and N EA jointly inform the Secretary of PR's case, advising him that his direct 
personal intervention with the highest levels of the Saudi government to obtain the prompt repatriation 
of Alia and Aisha would be "unlikely to produce the desired result and could inhibit our access to the 
Geheseyans, undermining our efforts to resolve the case." 

7 Aug 0 1 : NEA A/S William Bums signs a letter to PR assuring her of his ongoing interest in her case 
and of the Department’s view that Embassy Riyadh is working to arrange a direct meeting with her 
daughters as a-first step toward reuniting her with her daughters. 

7 Aug 01 : NEA provides PR to address of Embassy Riyadh so she can mail an audio tape to the 
Embassy for delivery to her daugliters. Embassy Riyadh previously told PR that using Federal Express 
or other express mail would be the quickest way to get the tape to them. 

23 Jul 01 : PR sends fax to Embassy Riyadh requesting that if Post succeeds in arranging a meeting 
between a consular officer and her daugliters, as the Embassy previously informed her it was attempting 
to do, that the consul be accompanied by a native Arabic speaker and: 

— Try to meet with Alia and her husband alone, without Khalid being present 
" Try to take photos of Alia and her husband and Aisha 

-- Give Alia PR's phone numbers 
-- Tei! Khalid the following: 

• She wants to take photographs of Aisha 

• She wants Aisha to be able to make phone calls and send e-mails to PR. 

• She is requesting the Aisha be allowed to visit PR in the US 
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• PR will have the wairants for Kha!id's arrest rescinded if he allows Aisha to come for a 
visit. 

— Tell Alia and her husband that PR will be in Italy in October and would like to meet them there. 

14 Jui 01: PR phoned Embassy Riyadh which advised her that Alia recently rnanied a well-known, 
talented and financially secure Saudi socc«- player of the A!-Ghesheyan tribe. 

! 3 Jui 01 : H A/S Paul Kelly signs a letter to Senator Nickles infonning him of the Departmenfs, and 
Embassy Riyadh's continuing efforts in the case of PR’s two daughters . Tliis response was to a 7 June 
letter signed by 23 U.S. Senators urging the Secretary "in the strongest possible terms, to intervene 
forcefully and in person wth the Saudi authorities at the highest levels to secure the prompt release and 
repatriation of Alia and Aisha Ghesheyan." 

23 Jun 01 : At the request of Embassy Riyadh, the Deputy Governor of Riyadh met with Khalid Al- 
Ghesheyan to facilitate a meeting between his daughters and a consular officer. Khalid reportedly told 
the Deputy Governor that he will allow a female consular officer to visit Alia and Aisha in August. 

1 3 Jun 0 ! : Riyadhl^ meets with Riyadh Deputy Governor to solicit support in persuading 

Khalid Al-Ghesheyan to allow a consular visit with Alia and Aisha. The Governor had agre«l to assist 
and nominated his deputy of act on his behalf in the matter. 


12 Jun 01: Riyadh Consul G^eral meets with Riyadh Governor, Prince Salman, to request support in 
persuading Khalid Al-Ghesheyan to allow a consular visit with Alia and Aisha. The Governor said he 
was prepared to provide assistance in any way possible to ensure a cotisul meets witli the two young 
women. He said his deputy would oversee the details. 


C 


25 01 : NEA Returns phone call to PR placed earlier that day to NEA Acting 

A/S * offers to update PR on recent efforts to assist her reestablish 

contact with berdauglrter. PR says the Department's actions have been so inadequate and inappropriate 
that she is planning a law suit against the Department and all Department officials involved in her case 


6 May 01 ; Embassy Riyadh sends diplomatic note to Riyadh Governor Prince Salman outlining the 
Roush-Al Gheshey^ui case and requesting his assistance in helping PR reestablish contact with her 
daughters- 


25 Apr 0 1 : P U/S Marc Grossman requests assistance from Adel ai Jubeir, Foreign Affairs Advisor to 
Crown Prince Abdullah, to facilitate a consular visit with Alia and Aisha. Jubeirsays he will look into 
the case and brief the Crown Prince if Embassy Riyadh's current efforts to engage Riyadh Governor 
Prince Salman are not success fill. 


19 Apr 01: Department provides Embassy Riyadh potential talking points to use in requesting 
assistance from Riyadh Governor Prince Salman to help PR reestablish contact with her daughters. 
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i 8 Apr 01: Riyadh informs Dq>artment that, in addition to requesting assistance from 

the Governor of Riyadh in the Roush case, he will continue efforts to obtain assistance from Saleh 
Hejeilan, an attorney v/ho was instrumental in arranging PR’s 1995 trip to Saudi Arabia (when she 
visited Riyadh for nearly three weeks but was able to see her daughters for only two hours). 

9 Apr 01: NEA A/S Edward Walker signs a letter to Saudi Ambassador Prince Bandar requesting his 
assistance in the case, 'fhe iettCT reads, in part: "Ms. Roush, as is natural for any mother, wishes to 
know about the wel fare of her children and to assure herself that, as Jidults, they are able to make 
decisions about their lives of their own free will. The U.S. Embassy in Riyadh has tried recently to 
reestablish contact between the Embassy and the Ghesheyan fomily, so fare to no avail. At this point 
our goal is simple: to have a US consular officer establish that they are well and receive their own 
statements concerning die relations they wish to maintain with their mother. ... in my thirty-four years 
in the diplomatic service, this has been one of the most difficult and painful cases with which I have 
dealt. I would be deeply grateful if you could help us try to find some resolution of this case." 

10 Mar 01: NEA A/S Walker meets Saudi Ambassador Prince Bandar and appeals for his assistance in 
arranging a consular meeting with Alia and Aisha to determine their welfare and their desires regarding 
their future relations with their mother. 

10 Feb 01 : Following PR’s request for Department assistance in reestablishing corrununication with her 
daughters, the Department instructs Embassy Riyadh to .seek appropriate permission for a consular 
officer to visit Alia and Aisha to assure the Department and PR of their well-being and, if appropriate, to 
infonn them of PR's desire to resume communications vvith them. CA ..Aigns a letter 

to PR infonning her of this action. 

26 Jan 01: CA A/S Mary Ryan provides the Secretary the following Information Memorandum on the 
Roush case. 


ONCLASSIFIE D 

To: The Secretary 

FROM; CA -- Mary A. Ryan 

SUBJECT; Patricia Roush Consular Case 

Earlier this week, CA received a strongly worded letter 
from American citizen Patricia Roush in response to a front page 
story on International Parental Child Abduction (IPCA) that ran 
in the Washington Post last Christmas Eve. Ms. Roush, who has 
pressed for U.S. Government action to have her two daughters 
returned to the United States since their father abducted them 
to Saudi Arabia in 1986, occasionally publicly criticizes the 
Department. Ms. Roush also sent copies of the letter to the 
author of the December article, who has taken an active interest 
in IPCA i.ssues (but not always a balanced view of Department 



323 


actions) , as well as NEA Assistant Secretary Walker, who knows 
Ms. Roush and her case from a previous tour as DCM in Riyadh. 

There is no action for you to take at this time, and CA 
will reply to Ms. Roush's letter. We simply wanted to ensure 
that you were aware of the case in the event that it garnered 
further media attention. 

Ms. Roush has suffered a terrible tragedy. We have worked 
vigorously to assist her and to monitor the welfare of her 
daughters, and we will continue to do so. Regrettably and 
despite our most rigorous efforts, IPCA cases are not always 
resolved in a manner that the American left behind parent or we 
feel is just or correct. Nevertheless, we remain committed to 
seeking the best solutions possible. 

I have also included a background paper on the case, should 
you have an interest in its history, and a copy of the letter. 

Attachments : 

Tab 1 - Background 

Tab 2 - Ms, Roush's letter (not included) 
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Background 

American citizen Patricia Roush continues to press for 
U. S. Government action to have her daughters. Alia and 
Aisha Al-Gheshayan, returned to the United States. In 
January 1986, the father of the then-minor girls removed 
them from the United States during a court-ordered 
vi.sitation and took them to Saudi Arabia. Ms. Roush's 
recent appeals have included letters to Assistant Secretary 
for Near Eastern Affairs Edward Walker and c:a Principal 
Deputy Assistant Secretary f] j 

The Department is acutely sensitive to Ms. Roush's 
heartbreak, and facilitating the return of abducted 
American children to the United States is one of the 
highest priorities of the Bureau of Consular Affairs. 

Saudi Arabia, however, is not a party to the Hague 
Convention on the Civil Aspects of International Parental 
Child Abduction, which provides a civil law mechanism for 
left behind parents to seek return of, or access to, a 
child taken abroad. A Saudi father can prevent his minor 
children or unmarried adult daughters from obtaining the 
required exit visa to depart the country. Visitors to 
Saudi Arabia must have a sponsor and prior permission to 
enter the country. Although our Embassy in Riyadh has an 
informal agreement with the Saudi government to facilitate 
visits by a left behind American citizen mother with her 
children in Saudi Arabia, approval for such visits first 
must be obtained from the Saudi father. 

The Department and Embassy Riyadh have worked 
vigorously to monitor the welfare of Alia and Aisha Al- 
Gheshayan and provide assistance to Ms. Roush. Consular 
officers conducted welfare visits with the girls in 
November 1986 and July 1987, but Mr. Al-Gheshayan refused 
all Embassy Riyadh's subsequent requests until December 

1994. The Embassy helped Ms. Roush schedule meetings with 
high-ranking Saudi officials in June 1988, but she canceled 
her planned travel, citing security concerns and the lack 
of a guaranteed visit with her daughters. After receiving 
Mr. Al-Gheshayan' s concurrence in December 1994, the 
consular officer met with Aisha only. Mr. Al-Gheshayan 
informed the Consul that Alia refused to attend. In June 

1995, Embassy Riyadh succeeded in arranging a visit by Ms. 
Roush with her daughters. Unfortunately, Mr. Al-Gheshayan 
permitted this visit to last only two hours. 
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The Embassy continued to work with the Saudi Foreign 
Ministry to persuade Mr. Al-Gheshayan to resolve the 
dispute over custody of the children. Ms. Roush is 
convinced that an agreement which would return the children 
to her was on the verge of completion in April 1996 when 
O.S. Ambassador Mabus resigned. Ambassador Mabus took a 
less optimistic view, reporting to the Department that it 
was with "deep regret that he would end his mi-ssion in 
Saudi Arabia with no resolution to the Roush custody case 
in sight . " Ms . Roush became convinced that the deal 
collapsed due to the failure of incoming AtAassador Fowler. 

The Embassy, in concert with the Saudi Foreign 
Ministry, persuaded Mr. Al-Gheshayan to agree in May 1997 
to another visit by Ms. Roush with virtually no 
restrictions. Ms. Roush, however, then proposed meeting in 
a third country, which Mr. Al-Gheshayan refused- The visit 
did not occur . 

Since 1997, Embassy Riyadh has been working with a 
Saudi attorney to convince Mr. Al-Gheshayan to allow 
another visit by Ms. Roush- These efforts have been 
unsuccessful to date. Embassy Riyadh will again request 
permission to conduct a consular visit with Alia and Aisha, 
both now adults, to determine their welfare and their 
desire to see Ms. Roush. 
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Embassy of the United Slates of America 

Department of State 
6300 Riyadh Place 
Washington/ DC 20521-6300 

March 16, 2002 


Ms. Patricia M. Roush 

50 Justin Drive 

San Francisco, CA 9'11i2 


Dear Ms . Roush : 

I am replying to your October 30, letter concerning 
the long, unresolved situation of your daughters. Alia and 
Aisha. r.;et me begin by expressing my deepest empathy for 
the pain and suffering you have endured as a result of the 
parentaJ. abduction to Saudi Arabia of your daughters so 
many years ago. 

As 1 indicated during my confirmation hearings, I v/ant 
to help. I have reviewed files available in the Embassy 
and would be happy to talk to you. 

I would strongly encourage you to accept Mr. Al- 
Gheshayan' s offer that you come to Saudi Arabia and meet 
with Alia and Aisha. When he met with consular officers in 
August, he indicated he would not object to your meeting 
with Aisha. If you come, the Embassy would of course work 
to arrange a meeting for you with Alia and her husband 
while you are in the Kingdom. I understand you have had 
some limited phone calls with your daughters in the past 
months, but this is of course no substitute for being with 
them. 


Sincerely, 



I 

I 


EXHIBIT 
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From: ' w~ ' 

Sent: '"Wednesdav. Aotil 17. 2002 9:56 AM 

To: 

Subject: FW; Meeting with House Reform Committee Staff on Saudi ACS and Parental Child 

Abduction Cases 


Forgive me. I should have kept you info'd on my messages tc f ' I just got going too fast yesterday. 

The report that Rasheed was back in the Kingodm surprised me. so I called ’ jthis morning. It turns out that 1) 
Rasheed is back in the Kingdom, 2) Ms. Stowers and her children are living together in Riyadh, and 3) all three came to 
the Embassy yesterday (April 16). They are doing okay, txit made it very clear that they would return to the U.S. if 
Amjad were allowed to travel. Their 4/16 meeting with Conoffs was pretty emotional; Ms. Stowers had a cancer-related 
hysterectomy last year and. although apparently okay now, still needs tests. She is afraid that she will die in the next few 
years, leaving her children in the Kingdom. They are also concerned about elderiy relatives in the U.S. who may never 
have contact with the children. 
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to the Embassy. 


CA/OCS/CI 
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From; 

To; 

Cc: 

Subject: RE: Monica Stowers Case 

Date: Friday, February 13, 1998 5:28PM 


: Thanks for the update on the Stowers case. It seems she has managed to survive adequately 

for the interim. I just fear what may happen if her sponsorship is cancelled. It is unfortunate that she does 
not realize or accept the limitations you are faced with in regard to assisting her. I appreciate your keeping 
me informed on this case as things progress. Regards, 


From; 

To: 

Cc; 

Subject: Monica Stowers Case 

Date; Friday, February 13, 1998 5:00PM 

Priority; High 


Following a long absence Monica Stowers teleph<wed the office lasr Wednesday 
afternoon (2/1 1) with an update on her situation.) 


I offered to see if Amjad's father would agree to meet with us and her. Monica 
also requested help in making appointments with some Saudi officials In order 
to tell her side of the story. According to Ms. Stowers her former husband has 
seen the Crown Prince as well as officials such as the Governor of Riyadh and 
the Minister of the Interior. 

This is an interim until we have enough for a front channel message. Regards, 



Page 1 
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PACE SI ST 02 ftIMfi PKl? SS SF 02 130737! SNSIK 

ACTIO* eiCS-83 

INFO lOG-00 AHAD-01 CA-02 OASV-00 UTfD 00 TEBE-00 1-00 
ADS-00 NEA-00 /008V 

31025f 1307382 /3« 

P I3073« JAN 87 
FM AMEHBASSV RiYAOB 
TO SECSTATE VASHDC PRIORITY 7781 
INFO AUCONSUL DKAHRAN 
AMC8NS01 JEDDAH 


IlYABN 0021 7 00K 82 1907372- SHBSMS 

5. ^Ift COURT PROVED TO BE ANOTHER TINE CONSIHiKr. nnvccrv 


UNCIAS RIYADH 00021? 


FOR CA/OCS/CI AND NEA/ARP 

E.8. 12358: N/A 
TAGS: CASC. SA 

SUBJECT: CHIIO CUSTODY CASE: AflJAD RAOWAN 

REF: (A! RIYADH 00012 (Bl ' " E-MAIL OF 1/7/97 

1. SUNHARY. EARLIER THIS H0KT8 THE STOWERS/RADVAH CfilED CUSTODY 
DISPUTE BRIEFLY TURNED INTO A PUBLiClY-ENACTEO BOMESHC QUARREL 
ttiiCR RAD CONSULAR OFFICERS ACCOMPANYING MONICA STCVERSi THE MOTHER 
Of AMJAO RADVftSi FRCUf THE POLICE SIATION TO THE SHARIA COURT. M 
POLICE RETURNED AWAD TO HER FATHER’S CUSTODY <Si JANUARY h SEVERAL 
VEERS AFTER NS. STOVERS HAD TAKEN UNOmCiJU. CUSTODY OF HER 
DAUCHTER. HOVEVERi LATER THE SAW DAY AMJAD EKAPED FROM HER fAIHER 
AND HUSBAND IN A CONGESTED SECTION Of RIYADH AHO RETURNED TO THE 

HOUSE VHERE HER MOTHER HAS BEEN •HIDiHC.* END SUMMARY. 

2. THIS PAST VEEK THE EMBASSY EXPERIENCED VHAI IS PROBABLY A BRIEF 
LULL IN THE ONGOING AHD INCREASINGLY CONVOLUTED AMJAD RAOVAN CASE. 
MONICA STOVERS IS NOV BATTLING ON TVO FRONTS TO KEEP HER DAUGHTER - 
SIHULTAWEOUSIY LOOKING OVER HER SHOULDER AT AMJAD'S FATHER. WHILE 
DODGING INQUIRIES FROM AMJAD'S "HUSBAND". ISMAIL MARJAN. REGAROING 
AMJAD'S VHEREABOUTS. 

3. MONICA STOffRS TELEPHOSD CONOFF LATE IK THE EVENING (S JANUARY 
K-. FROM THE LOBBY (ff A WIIDIHG ACROSS FROM THE HOME OF HER FORMER 
HUSBAND. NI2AR RADVAN. UNDER THE IMPRESSION THAT KI2AR WAS NOT IN 
RlYADHi MONICA ANO HER DAUGHTER HAD GONE TO THE HOUSE TO COLLECT 
AMJAD'S CLOTHES. IAS REPORTED IN REFTEL A. MONICA TOOK UNOFFICIAL 
CUSTODY OF HER DAUGHTER IN OECEMDER WHEN SHE REFUSED TO SEND HER 
BACK TO HER’ FATHER.) MS. STOVERS TOLD CONOFF THAT RADVAN HAD 
RETURNED HOME AND UtOlEKTLY EJECTED HER FROM THE PREMISES. HE IHEI 
BARRICADED HIMSELF IN THE HOUSE VITH AMJAO VHO. ACCORDING TO MS. 
STOVERSi HAD BEEN SCREAMING FOR THIRTY MINUTES. MONICA TOLD CONOFF 
THAI THE SAUDI POLICE VERE ATTEMPTING TO OBTAIN AUTHORITATION FROM 
THE GOVERNOR'S OFFICE TO FORCE SI2AR OUT Of THE HOUSE. THE COMSUl 
ANO VICE CONSUL ARRIVED ON THE SCENE JUST AS AMJAD ANO RADVAN 
EMERGED FROM THEIR ROIS. 

L. THE ENTIRE GROUP THEN PROCEEDED TO THE OlSIJiCI POLICE SIATION 
WHERE COHOfFS REMAINED FOR SEVERAL HOURS. THE POLICE TOOK TESTIMONY 
FROM All CONCERNED (GIVING THE FATHER THE LION'S SHARE OF THE TIME). 
ALTHOUGH AMJAO HAS ACCORDED AN OPPORTUNITY TO CONFRONT HER FATHER. 
THIS WAS DEDUCED FROM SNATCHES OF CONVERSATION ANO RAISED VOICES 
THAT COHOFFS. MS. SiO«RS. MD AMJAD'S HUSBAND HEARD FROM BEHIND 
CLOSED DOORS AS THEY STRAINED TO LISTEN FRWI THE CORRIDOR VHERE THEY 
HAD BEEN RELEGATED. OVER THE STRONG OBJECTIONS OF MONICA STOttRS. 

THE POLICE RETURHEO AMJAD 18 HER FATHER'S CUSTODY A1 2:00 A.M. AND 
TOLD EVERYONE TO REASSEMBLE LATER THAT SAME MORNING AT 5:00 itit 
CONOFF AND COHSULtt FSN ARRIVED AT THE POLICE STATION LATER THAT 
MORNING le FIND AMJAD. HER PARENTS. AND ISMAIL HYAJAN AVAITIU FTWL 
INSTRUCTIONS FROM THE POLICE. HOST IMMEDIATELY. MONICA WAS ORDERED 
TO STAY AVAY FROM HER DAUGHTER UNTIL THE COURT REVIEWED THE CASE. 

THE POLICE ASSEMBLED THEIR FILE AND ORDERED THE PARTIES TO PROCEED 
TO THE SHARIA COURT, 


KtCORB. THE OUTCOME C? THE COURT SESSION WAS NOTHING MORE THAN 
NOTICE THAT THE MATTER WOULD BE RETURNED TO THE COURT WHICH HAD 
ORIGINALLY HEARD THE CASE. 

6, TBE RAOVAN PARTY NEVER ARRIVED AT THE LOWER COURT. LATER THAT 
AFTERNOON A CONSULAR FSN TELEPHONED NIZAR RADWAK AND ASKED WHAT HAD 
HAPPENED. HE SIAIfO THAT HIS DAUGHTER HAD SLIPPED AWAY FROM HIM IN 
THE CONGESTED AREA SURROUNDING THE NIGH COURT VHERE HE HAD GONE. 
UNKNOWN la MR. RAOVAN, MONICA STOWERS WAS LISTENING TO THE 

CONVERSATION AS SHE SAT IN CDKOFF'S OFFICE. MONICA IMDIAIELY LEFT 
THE EMBASSY AND RETURNED HOKE. THE fOLlOViSG DAT OASUARY 81 . THE 
SdPEBtflSOlY POLICE CAPTAIN COIlACTEO THE CONSULAR SECTION AND 
ADVISED US THAT THE POLICE AND NI2A8 MV THAT AMJAD HAD RETURNED TO 
HER ROIBER. M CAPTAIN ALSO INDICATED THAT SINCE THE FATHER HAD 
NOT ASKED THE POLICE 18 RETRIEVE HIS DAUGHTER. THEY WOULD TAKE NO 
FURTHER ACTION. .ON THE CONDITION THAT THE EMBASSY NOT FACILITATE THE 
IllEGAl DEPARTURE FROM SAUDI ARABIA OF MONICA AND HER DAUGHTER. 
CONSULAR FSN ASSURED THE POLICE THAT THE EMBASSY HAD NO SUCH 
INTENTION. 


I 

1 


A. n.flJHnr WNHU .. AV^ikUMi. nn.> iLtLinoiKv vwwv...... 

SECTION SEVERAL TIKES IN RECENT DAYS TO DISCUSS HIS CONCERNS WITH 
THE VICE CONSUL WHO OPENED A SfAlOGUE WITH HIM AT THE POLICE 
STATION. ISMAIL HAS POINTED OIT .THAI AMJAD IS HIS WIFE. AND THAT HE 

COULD ASK THE POLICE TO RETRIEVE HER. HOWEVER. HE ALSO ACKNOWLEDGED 
THAT HE DOES NOT WAHI TO BEGIN MARRIED LIFE ON A DISCORDANT NOTE. 

WE HAVE PASSED HIS MESSAGES AND TELEPHONE NUMBERS 10 MONICA. VHO 
APPAREKIIY HAS HOT RETURNED HIS CALLS. 

5. ON THE MARGINS Of THIS DRAMA LINGER MRS. ETHEL STOWERS. MONICA’S 
MOTHER. AND RASHEED RADVAN. MHfCA'S SON IfliO ILLEGALLY LEFT SAUDI 
ARABIA APmXlBAmY FOUR YEARS AGO. MONICA lELEPIOSED HER MOTHER 
AND SON FRCn THE EMBASSY FOIIOVIHG THE JASUARY 8 COURT APPEARANCE. 
AND SENT THEM BOH INTO HYSTERIA WITH HER TEARFUIL ACCOUNT OF HOW 
N12AR RADVAN HAD "BEATES* HER UP ANO •KiSTREATEB* AMJAD, (COMMENT: 
JSIUE KOHICA HAD A BLOODY FINGER AND AMJAD TOLD CONOFF THAI HER 
fATSER III HER. NEITHER MOTHER NOR DAUGHTER DISPLAYED VISIBLE 
EVIDENCE OF HAWING BEEN BEATEN.) RASHEED IMMEPIATLIY DECLARED HIS 


EXHIBIT 
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1 1 1 1 1^00 tulliv«n jvr., <i(«. calil. 

W&MC 

GHESHAYAN. KHALID 

MEDiCAt. 
RECCWD NO. 

10 -St 7n 


DATE OF 
ADMISSION 

s/s/ao 

DATE OF 
DISCHARriF 


cc: S.D. GLASS, H.D. 

DOCTORIS) 

MAKTIN LORBER. H.D. 


This is the first Mary*s Help Hospital admission for this 30-year-old Arabic 
student withtiistory of alcoholism over the past five years since he came 
to the U.S. as a student* He has had multiple family problems associated with 
his drinking along with his wife and their 16-Bonth old daughter and he feels 
that this has been a primazy contribution to his alcohol problem; however, 
he denies any history of seizure disorder, although he had been evaluated at 
French Hospital as an in-and-out patient for gastritis and hanatenesis, felt 
to be secondary to alcoholism. 

At the time of admission, he was normotensive, afebrile. He was a slightly 
cachectic, yet cooperative male who was oriented to time, name and place. 
General exam revealed no evidence of hepatic disease or cardiopulmonary problems 
or any neuropathy. 

Laboratory during' his hospitalization included a normal urinalysis, electrolyte 
panel, white count 10,500 with normal differential. Hemoglobin 15.6. Normal 
SMA 12 and slight elevation of SCOT to 48, hcwarer. He had a cliest x-ray which 
was unremarkable and EKG which was also normal. 


Patient was treated with detoxification followed by rehabilitation and repeat 
SCOT within normal values. He is not an active participant in the program with 
active denial and he started to have hallucinations and feelings of persecution 
and was evaluated by Dr. David Glass, uho feltrthat patient was 'presenting with 
a-probable paranoid schizophrenia and felt that he would attempt to reach his 
prior psychiatrist. Dr. Lasker, regarding appropriate medications* Prior to th e 
initiation of anv n euroleptic medicationy ahepatient felt there was no benetiti 
Lthe hospiralizatiOH and it was felt he should leave. 



DISCHARGE DIAGNOSIS: 


Acute and chronic alcoholism. 
Alcoholic hepatitis. 

Paranoid schizophrenia,. 


PROGNOSIS: Poor. 


ML:kk 
D: 6/9/80 
T: 6/11/80 


RTIN LORBER, M.D. 
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cily. 

MAMS 

GHESHAYAN, KHALID 

MOOM 

NO. 



10 53 20 

PAGE 2 

DATC or 
ADMiS»ieN 

5/S/80 


5/22/80 


eecTOftlst 

MARTIN tORBER. 

, M.D. 



riNDINCS, DIA6NOSIS AND RCCOMMCMOATIOMSs 


Cognition, memory were grossly intact. 
CLINICAL IMPRESSION:' 



Patient with a psychotic disorder, most lihely paranoid 
v^chizophrenic state. He is coherent, but there is some feeling 
Ejg ^oia and suspiciousness. 

Patient has. been unable to straighten out his life in any organized way in the time 
that he has spent in this country. He has apparently been on student status, but 
has not managed to obtain a degree or even pursue a course ,/^e apparently spends most 
of his time at home with his daughter watching television, 'ke is isolated, although 
I he claims to have many friends. There is no evidence, in asking him directly, that 
he has any recreational activities or any people that he relates to other than his 
wife. 


RECOMhIENDATIONS: Start patient on neuroleptic medication and to observe. I will try 
to contact his psychiatrist. Dr. Lasker, who has be^ working with hjm for four years, 

i 


to get his impressions and opinions. 


SDG:kk 
D: 5/22/80 
Tj S/25/80 
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PAGE 01 RIYADH 11117 1B1513Z 5HB3800 

ACTION OCS-36 

INFO LOG-00 ADS-a0 AMAD-01 CA-02 L-03 NEA-00 /013w 

2846Ei 1615142 /38 - 

R 161515Z DEC 90 ^ p Q-^ 

FM AMEMBASSY RIYADH / ' — 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC 6056 

UNCL AS RIYADH 11117 

FOR CA/OCS/CCS-CHILD CUSTODY, UNIT 


E. O- 1 23 56: N/A 

TAGS: CASC, SA (RADWAN, RASHEED AND AMJADJ 

SUBJECT: CHILD CUSTODY CASE: REQUEST FROM MONICA 

RADWAN 


REF: STATE 418721 

n >7 

1. PER REFTEL. /DRAFTED 

MONICA RADWAN, TYPED ON' EMBASSY 
WHICH FOLLOWS: 


AND SIGNED LETTER FOR 
LETTERHEAD, TEXT OF 


DECEMBER IS, 139 


MS, MONICA RADWAN 
RIYADH 

SAUDI ARABIA 
DEAR MS. RAOWANi 


I AM WRITING THIS LETTER IN RESPONSE TO YOUR REQUEST 
FOR AN ACCOUNT OF THE CONVERSATIONS HELD BETWEEN 
APASIC-SPEAKINQ MEMBERS OF THE AMERICAN EMBASSY STAFF 
AND YOUR DAUGHTER, AMJAQ RADWAN, ON DECEMBER 8. 1 990. 

TO THE BEST OF THEIR RECOLLECTION. THE STAFF REPORT 
THAT AMJAO SAID VERY LITTLE DURING THE DAY SHE SPENT AT 
THE AMERICAN EMBASSY. TO MANY QUESTIONS, SHE SIMPLY 
NODDED OR DID NOT RESPOND. WHILE WATCHING CARTOONS ON 
TV WITH ONE OF THE STAFF. SHE MENTIONED THAT HER MOMMY 
HAD BOUGHT HER NEW SHOES. AT ANOTHER TIME. SHE ASKED 
IF THE STAFF MEMBER LIVED AT THE EMBASSY AND COMMENTED 
THAT IT WAS A NICE PLACE. AT ONE POINT. AMJAO SAID 
THAT WHILE GIVING HER A BATH TWO YEARS AGO HER 
STEPMOTHER USED A ROUGH THING TO RUB HER BODY WITH AND 
IT HURT. SHE GAVE NO FURTHER OETAILS. 

THE ABOVE ARE THE ONLY COMMENTS AND STATEMENTS MADE BY 
AMJAO WHICH THE STAFF RECALL. THEY DIO NOT KEEP NOTES- 
AND THEREFORE CANNOT PRODUCE DIRECT QUOTES. 

I HOPE THIS LETTER IS RESPONSIVE TO YOUR REQUEST. 



2, THE LETTER, WITH AN ARABIC TRANSLATION BY OUR 
CONSULAR STAFF. WILL BE DELIVERED TO MS. RAOWAN AT OUR 
NEXT MEETING, PROBABLY DEC. 17. 



ro 


FREEMAN 


EXHIBIT 
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PAK 01 R.YADE 017S? 00 OF 82 03142SZ SIB578 

mm ':±si 

INFO LOG.00 SnAD-81 0ASV-B8 DTED-Bfl 0-01 TEM-88 lO-fil 
1-08 ADS-ffl «-3fi NEA-00 QeS-33 S3-K /MSV 
BSB388 091<27Z '38 

0 0314137 M S? 

FN ANEmSSSf RITAOlf 
TO SECSTATE MSIDC IMMEDIATE 3264 
INFS AISONSUl DIS8SJN 
AHCOHSUl JEOOAK 

mAS 31YA0H 801787 

FiS £S ASSISTMI SECRFMV NWiy RYAfo SEA 7 

ft: I, CA/OGS/CIf CA/PA« NEA/MF. FA. 


E.O. 12358: H/i 
T^j CASC; AOCb SA 

SUBJECT: OT-CHESHAYAN CHILD CUSTODY CASE: BANDAIi STAINS 
FATHER'S APPROUAL FOR PAT TO UISITI URGENT NEED 10 BRIEF 
OJWRESS 

REF: Al RIYADH 17781 81 RIYADH 1701 

1. THIS IS AN ACTION MESSAGE- SEE PARA 7. 

2. SONNARY: PRINCE BANDAR HAS OBTAINED WiTTEH AFPtOVAl FROS 
KHAliO GHESHAYAS FOE PAT ROUSH TO UlSlT IHMEDIAIEIY IHEU TW 


3. 8AK3AR DEI IHE8S AS PROMISES: PRINCE 8AH3AR CAltEB 
AMBASSADOR EVENING OF S/8 TO REPORT THAT HE HAS OBTAINED A 
MillEN SIATEflEIH FEOII KHALIB GHESBAYAM AGREEING TO IIS fORHER 
VIFEr PST ROtlSH. VtSfTiNG TffilR OAUGHTERS IN RIY40K. BSIDAR'S 
OFFICE SUBSEQUENTLY FAX'D TO THE AMBASSADOR THE ARABIC TEXT Of 
THE UTTER. THE FOLIOVISS IS A TRANSLATION 'OF TIE RELEVEBf 
TEXT: QUOTE: JITB REGARD TO NY DIVORCED SPOUSE, PAIRICiA 
ROUSH: WO HER DESISE Ifl SEE MY DAUGHTERS IN THE EVEHI Of HER 
COKING TO THE RINGDCfl. I RAVE THE fiCHOR 3f IffORSiNG YOUR 
HIGHNESS THAT 1 HAVE NO OBJECTION TO HER COMING HERE TO SEE IRE 
GIRLS. AND THEREFORE I BANTED TO ADVISE YOUR HIGHNESS OF MY 
APPROVAL REGARDING THIS MAITEfi. SIGHED: XHALtO BIN HAMAO BIN 
FAHDfiiH mSKAYAN. DATE: MAY 6/ 1937. UNQUOTE. 


RIYADH 81787 00 OF 02 191.4262 ,5li 

ffll AT A BIHlIliJM, IT IS CRUCIAL TO BRIEF THESE THREE KEY 
S8ATQK AND fNEIR STAFFS. « ALSO URCE THAT THE OEPARTffNT 
POT SOMEONE M CAHERA TO OEFEKD OU! POSITiCN IF ANY NEVS ( 

reOCRMl Koffisrs m appearance ts a deparimexi official iq I 
eiaoss T8E CASE. IT VOULO BE A NlSTitt'E TO REFUSE TO COfltlEHT 
OH THE CASE. ESPECIALLY SINCE NOV HAVE A DEAL BY WIICH PAT 
eW VISIT SEN DAUCHTERS VITH K3 REAL FINAKISL COST TO HERSEif. 

5. ASIDE FRM B8AVINC ON REFTELS. IT IS CRUCIAL ftfi THE 
SENATES WO ISEIS STAFFS TO UKOERSIAND THE FOltOWIKG KEY 
POIKTS: 

-IK EMBASSY HAS WORKED THIS CASE FOR OVER ELEVEN YEARS UNDER 
FOUR WfflASSAOORS. THREE CHARGES- A8D MANY EMBASSY OFFICERS YiTH 
RIKROUS SENIOR SAUOl OFFICIALS. mCllSilMG P8IICE SSHDflR. HO I 
CHE DROPPED HE BALI IN PIRSUIHG THIS CASE. IF THE CASE HAD / 
SEEN SavWlE. IT WOUIO HAVE BEEN RESOLVED IS ITS FIRST FEW 
YEARS. 

-TKRE IS NO LEGAL SESEOY UNDER THE SAUDI AND 'J.S. SYSTEMS 
IMICU IKHJID CWIPEl THE RETURN Of TSE GIRLS TO IHEIR MDTIER IN 
a£ II.S. SAUDI LAV, yHiCH IS FULLY BASED ON SHARIA LAW. GIVES 

MY SAUDI FATHER COftf’lETE CONTROL OVER HiS CHILDREN. TIE BEST 
THAI CAN IE ACHlEiSD IS FOR COOPERATION BETWEEN THE m SIDES 
PcRMIfTIHG REGULAR VISITS BY THE MCTKER WITH HER DAUGHTERS IN 
SAUDI ARABIA. BOIU GIRLS ARE HAPPY WITH THEIR LIVES IH SAUDI 
ARABIA AJiS HAL? EXPRESSED HO INTEREST IS LEAVING TH-IR FATHER 
AND RETinLIIHG TO THE U.S. 

"THE ELDEST CAUSHIER, AHA. IS NOV IS YEARS OLD AND IS AH 
ADULT UNDER U.S. LAW. AS INDICATED IN REFIELS. ALIA HAS BEEN 
HE MOST YOCAl Of THE TWO GIRLS IN STATING THAT SHE DOES NOT. 
REPEAT NOT VWiI TO TRAVEL TO THE U.S.. EITHER FOR A VISIT OR TO 
RESIDE VI IH HER IKTHER. 

-THE FATHER HAS NOW AGREED TO THE MOTHER VISITING BOTH 
DAUCH'ERS IN RIYADH. THIS IS THE BEST DEAL POSSIBLE !H THE 
CASE. TH{ EMBASSY STANDS VIllING 10 ASSIST PAT IN MKINfi SUCH 
A VISIT PDSSIBIE' AS V. DIB IN 1395. 

7. ACTION RECUESIEO: POST IS FAXING OUR CHANCES 18 CA/PA’S 
PROPOSED lAlKINC POINTS ON THE CASE. WE WOULD APPRECIATE 

receivikg a quick read-out if ike case does indeed come up at : 


NOON BRIEFING ON 5/!. ^ WOULD ALSO APPRECIATE RECEIVING 
CONFIRMATION THAI 0EP1. Will BRIEF THE THREE KEY SEHA70RS OR 
TIEIR STAFFS. AS KlL AS ANY OTHER INTERESTED MEMBEHS OP THE 
FOREIGN RHATIONS COWItlTEE, OH THIS CASE PRIOR TO NS. ROUSH'S 
MY 11 PRESS CWIftRENCF. 
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United Stales Department of State 


Washington, D.C. 20520 


Aisha and Alia Al-Geshayan 


Alia, bom 1/5/79 in California, and Aisha, bom 7/2/S2, are the daugliters of Khalid Al- 
Geshayan, a Saudi citizen, and Patricia Roush, a U.S. citizen. Their parents were divorced 
in Dlinois on December 26, 1 985 . Ms. Roush was awar ded custody of the two girls. 
During a period of visitation one month later, Mr. Al-Geshayan took them to Saudi 
Arabia. Criminal charges have been brought against Mr. Al-Geshayan and warrants have 
been issued for his arrest. The girls have now been in Saudi Arabia for over 1 1 years. 

Over the years, there have been numerous attempts to have the girls returned to their 
mother. There have been efforts made by the Embassy in Riyadh, by senators and 
congressmen, the media and the Department. The end result is that the case is still 
unresolved- 

Aller years of trying to see her daughters. Ms. Roush was able to travel to Saudi Arabia in 
June of 1995. She was there for about two weeks and was able to visit with her daughters 
for a total of two hours. It was a very emotional and difficult trip for her after all these 
years. Although she was her daughters when she first arrived there, Mr. Ai-Geshayan 
refused to let her visit with them again. Since that time, the Department has had very little 
contact with Ms. Roush. 

In his farewell call on the Saudi Foreign Minister Prince Saud Al-Faysal on April 2, 1995, 
Anib. Mabus raised the case of Aisha and Alia and voiced lus disappointment that the case 
had not been resolved. The Minister expressed his regret that the case had not been 
resolved. The Minister stated that there are no provisions under Saudi law to take 
measures against the father. He concluded by saying that the father would be called in on 
a weekly basis to try and convince him to allow his daughters to visit their mother in the 
U.S. 

On December 12, 1995, Saudi Ambassador to the U.S., Prince Bandar Bin Sultan met 
with Arab. Mabus in Riyadh. He mentioned that Mr. Al-Geshayan has an uncle who 
works with him at the Saudi Embassy in Washington, D.C. as a religious advisor. Arab. 
Bandar said he would put the unde on the case to try and convince Mr. Al-Geshayan to 
allow the children to visit their mother. He felt they would do so safely and want to return 
to the familiarity of Saudi Arabia after having lived there so long. 

In a mid March 1 997 exchange of e-mails between OCS/CI and Riyadh, the consular 
section of the embassy stated they did not have any record of an agreement by Amb. 

Mabus and Prince Saud about the Saudi government calling in Mr. Al-Geshayan on a 
weekly basis. The source of that information is a classified cable from the embassy about 
Amb. Mabus’ farewell meeting with Prince Saud. The consular section was not aware of 
that cable. In regards to the uncle who aflegediy works at the Saudi Embassy in the U.S., 
there has not been any action on that front either. 


VC. 
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Froi 

To: 

Cc 




DonlwM 

Subjectrrai Housh 
Date: Tuesday, March 18, 
Priority: High 


1997 12:55PM 





I iLet me try my best to give you some additional information. 

Which 

may be of some hefp: 

-•re the DipNote of January 1996, while I don't have a copy in front of me. 

1 

believe what MFA said was that they agreed in principle with Amb, Mabus’ 
proposal that in exchange for charges against the Saudi father being 
dropped. 

that the two girls in question divide their time between the U.S. and Saudi 
Arabia, ect... The main problem as we found out was that while MFA told us 
this, they have no way of forcing the Saudi father to accept this proposal 
and 

they essentially told us that while they wanted some type of compromise. H 
was necessary for the father to agree. Thus. I spent the next year trying 
to 

meet the father with the help of intermidiaries (sp?) such as a Saudi lawyer 
who in the past was involved with the Governor of Riyadh trying to get the 
Saudi father to accept some type of agreement. I met the father on two 
occasions— once at the lawyer’s office. It was an acrimonious meeting. The 
second meeting was more friendly and occured over coffee at a local hotel 
with 

the younger daughter in question attending with her father: according to the 
father, the older daughter refused to come to meet me. After that second 
meeting, I looked for more opportunities To meet with other members of the 
Gheshayan family and 1 found several opportunities to meet relatives of the 
father when they submitted visa applications. 
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VS OFFICE 
Package SiibjecC: 


Friday Q1/2X/S1 09:31 am 


case 



Item Title: Al-Geshayan case 


Thanks for cooing me on yonr E-mail 7*|cn 


jE-mail to 


on the case. 


r Good morning . 

'^eshayan-Roush case. 

Please send all inquiries on this cas^ to me'^ince I'm really the only > 
the officers still here ■.vho has dealt with this case, which l think is 
probably our oldest custody case--it passed ten years last year- 


'"I-, 


Ironically, I was just getting ready to send y’ou an E-mail for your info and 
ask you to contact Pat Roush. At the beginning of last week (I believe it was 
2/16), Pat Roush, the mother of Alia and Aisha called r, our senior 

ACS FSN who has dealt with this case for years and acted as the translator for 
Pat when she visited Riyadh in Jun e. 1 99S-.to briefly see her daughters. 
Literally the first thing Pat told | zei^on thepjhone was “den' t tell ^ 
that I'm calling." She then proceedea to tell ^ ~^that she urgently needed 
info on v;here her daughter s 1 ived in Riyadh and where they attended school. 

She then proceeded to tell | jsomething to the effect that she had lined up 

some type of "commando” assi3tan<^- to come to Riyadh to take the girls back to 
the U.S. She then demanded that y Jgive her his home phone number so that 
she could stay in touch with him. ^ Itold Pat that he had only a party 
line in an apt. building and that he could not give her the number; ha also 
told her that we've never known where the girls live with their Saudi father 
and where they attend school, all of which is true. The Saudi father has 
always suspected that Pat tor we) might try to abduct the girls; thus, he has 
been quite secretive over the years about where they live, ect... 


My je and I think it would be useful if you would call Fat and try making- 

the following points: 



V 



--we honestly do not know where the girls and the father live, nor do we have 
any way of finding out. 


--Pat should not be discussing such topics as abducting her daughters back on 
phone calls to Saudi Arabia, since it is widely assumed that most phone calls 
to foreign embassies, residences are monitored. I would not be surprised if 
senior FSNs at the Embassy also have their phones monitored. 

--Pat risks getting^ ”^into trouble^ith Saudi authorities by attempting to 
pull him into such plans. While both} *^and I deeply sympathize with Pat 
in this mess, n is an embassy employee^’and he cannot be a part of any 

"illegal" attempt to snatch the girls. 


--Finally (and this may be the most difficult point for Pat to understand) 
is that both , and I are absolutely convinced that neither of the girls 

would allow themselves to be "snatched" by anyone away from their father, with 
whom they have lived for ever 10 years. While the girls, esp. the younger 
one, may be curious about their mother, neither one would willingly go with a 
stranger acting on behalf of their mother. Quite honestly, I don't think Chat 
either daughter, esp. the older one who reportedly remains very bitter against 
her mother, would want to go back to the U.S. without the clear approval of 
/>■ 





338 


ACTION 


UNCLASSIFIED 

Department of State 


INCOMING 

TELEGRAM 


'PAGE 01 RIYACIi SBIE nOEiSZ 
ACT 'ON OCS-33 

ISF3 LOG-03 AnaD-3I CA-32 OAST-33 
NtS-30 NSCE-Se <-3eSi( 

— - 130A 

0 T28545Z FEB 36 
FN ANEKBASST RIUOR 
TO SECSTAIE WSRDC INHEOiAIE Tlfi 
INFO afICOHSUL ORAHRAS 
AHCDKSOl jEOOSH 

UNCLAS RIYADH MfilE 

SENSillUE 

STATE FOR CA/OCS- 


A^HD NEA/ARP-'^ ^ 




E.O.nSSS: OECi: N/S 

■AGS; CASC IGKtSKAYAN. ALiA AND AISHAI. SA 
SUBJECT: fllNiSTEF OF INTERIOR PRINCE NAViF ANO »:S AiDE 
ON PAT ROUSH'i CHILD CUSTODY CASE 


RIYADH SBEis lOrsJbl SSSS'E' 

IK Sant C800HD HE HiU) ViTH PRiNCE N5V[F, THE SKB.sSSAOOP ^ 

atETCKED THE MLIKS Of A DEAL. INCLUDING ROUSH'S 

WILIKKSS TO DROP All PKyiOliS CHARGES AND TO GO TC 

COURT TO AtlOV -TiiESilSYAN TO HA'JE LEGAL PJSTODY. 

fHOVIDtSe THAT SHE NAS GDARANlEED U.S, ViSlTAIiON RIGHTS 

WITH THE GIP.S IN THE SUHKR. THE A,'*3aSSADCR FURTHER 

NOTED THAT FliESESEHfS EXIST FOR U.S. COURTS SENDING 

CHIISKH TO SAUDI ARABIA UNDER IKE TERNS OF CUSTODY 

ASKEKHTS. 

6. CentEHIlHG CK HC« DIfFiCULT HE FOUND GHESHAYAN TO 
DE«. HITH. THE M18ASSADC8 STATED THAT ONLY SAG PRESSURE 
GMD TIME GHt^AYAN RELENT AND DEAL. HE JUST H)«80SED 
TOO IWCH ANGER TOHAROS HIS FORNER SPOUSE. FiNALL''. THE 
AH8ASSAOOS INDICATED THAT HE WAS PREPARED TO COKNI! 

THESE TERtlS TO ffilTIHG. 

J. m HIS PART- WBAYYAN ASSURED THE AHBASSADCR TH6T I 
THE SAG WUID CO ITS BEST TO EXPEDITE (lATTERS, HE / 

FUglBER PIEOGEO TO AEt? TK EMBASSY iNFORSIED OF ^ 

DEVtlOPHEHTS. 


REF; SE RIYADH UU 


8 SU5SEOUE.NT TO THE AfiBASSACOPS' flEETINCS- THE EHB.ASSY 


1, SEKSITIUE BUT UNCLASS.'f iEO - ENTIRE lEiXT. 

r ’ I DURING HIS JANUARY 33 NEEUNG VHH ItlHlSTER CT 
0 INTERIOR PRINCE NAVIF BiN ABB AL-AZ12. THE AK6ASSADGR 
^ RAISED THE ISSUE Of ANCH NOTHER PATRICIA ROUSH UHOSt 

W IVO DAUGHTERS «RE NIONAPKD BY THEIR SAUDI FATHER, 
o HAUING BEEN TOlO TW DAYS SREUIOUS SY HINiSTER OF 

0 FOREIGN AFFAIRS SAUD AL-FAYSAL THAT THE RATTER m 

1 RESTED HITH THE niHISTRY or INTERIOR. THE AISASSAC-GR 

• NOTED THAT US. ROUSH HAD SEEN HER TNO TEENAGE DAUGHTERS 

T ONLY ONCE FOR A TOTAL OF TVO HOURS IN THE TEN YEARS 

SINCE THEIR SAUD! FATHER HHALIO GHESHAVAN ABDUCTED THEN. 
! AND HE EXPLAINED BRIEFLY HIS STANDING PROPOSAL TO SETTLE 

W THE NATTER: BS. ROUSH HOUIO AGREE TO DROP ALL CHARGES 

i AGAINST THE FATHER.'AND IN RETURN MR. GHESHAYAH WUIS 

F PERBII THE GIRLS TO VISIT THEIR BOTHER IN THE UNITED 
STATES EVERY SUBBER. THE ABBASSADOR OFFERED TO PUT THIS 
PROPOSAL IN NRITINC AND DC -VHATEVER IT TAKES' TO SOLVE 
THE CASE. 

1 ",. .. 


RECEIVED A OIPLOnAIIC NOTE fROB THE hiNiSTRY OF ‘ORElGN 

AFFAIRS DATES JAHUARV 23 STAIiNG THAP THE HINISTRY C 

PREllBINARiLY AGREED TO IKE AHBASSADOR'S PROPOSAL 

OUILINEO ABOVE 'ON THE CONDIIiCN THAT THE GUARANTEES ARE 

CLEAR ONES AND .ARE CONSOLIDATED BY THE EBBASSY.' 

5. THE EMASSY UlEVS THIS AS A SIGNIFICANT PEUElOPHENT 
A-NO ViLt FTHIOV-UP CLOSELY ON IKE RATTER VITH BOTH 
BINTSTRIES. BABUS 


6 




4. THE ^IBASSADOS 510 .REST VilH GENERAL RUBAVYAN ON ' 
FEBRUARY S. ANDJISCUSSED THE GHESHAYAN-ROUSH CASS IH^ 
GREATER DEIAILi' 




THE ABBASSADOR HiANKEO RUBAVYAN. NCPING THAT BOTH 
ilES K.AD TH.NGS TO OFFER THE OTHER. .aflER COVERING 



•/ 




EXHIBIT 

63 


iiMri AC<:iPiun 
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Translation of a letter written by Rasheed Radwan (Child Custody 
Case) . 

Peace be upon your 

I aa writing this letter while I an in the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia . 

Your Highness president Bush; I a<n sending you my best regards 
while I am asking for your help. would you save me, I am still 
helpless in the elementary school. 

My name is Rasheed Nizar Radwan. I lived in the U.S. peacefully 
with my patents. I was 6 years old when my father asked my 
mother to , visit Saudi Arabia along with my 2 year old little 
sister and I. When we arrived in the Kingdom, my father cheated 
my mother and lied to her. He kidnapped me and my little sister 
and asked my mother to return to the O.S. He promised her to 
send us back to her soon. When she left to the U.S. he divorced 
her and asked the Saudi airport authorities not to allow us to 
leave the country, we lived with his second wife in misrable 
agony. She kept mistreating us, even the prisoners get better 
treatment, not a single word of love was directed to us, neither 
a compassion nor tenderness. We lived a terrible life, 
latter on bad thoughts started to come to my mind,- my older 
half-brother guided me to bad deeds, stealing v;as one of them. 

He forced me into doing homosexuality with him, when I 
complained and reported that to father, my brother would 
discredit me and hit me. My mother would tell you the rest of 
the story. 

When I was in the U.S. I was doing fine at school, whereas now I 
am 3 years behind and I aiti 14 years old. 

My father is neglecting me and my poor little sister. He does 
not think but of himself. He can not even support us. He does 
not know in what grade I am, or even hov/ old I am . I an sure one 
day he will ask me about my name. 

They are monsters, foes itc. 

Please sve me, help me, get me out of here, let 'Trothet see me 

(The letter is decorated with drawings of love of O.S. and the 
U.S flag. An arrow in a crying eye with tears coming out of it 
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Unitei’ "tates Department ol State 
Washiitgton, D.C. 20520 



May 31, 1990 


Ms. Monica Radwan 
6300 Ranchester #119 
Houston, Texas 77036 

Dear Ms. Radwan: 



I wish to report to you the details of consular visit 
with your son which was conducted on May 20, 1990 at his 
request. 

A consular officer visited Rasheed at the Minhal Hotel 
for twenty minutes on May 20. Rasheed seemed to be in 
fine health and was again wearing a white thobe and 
glasses. He inquired about the consular officer's 
upcoming departure for Mexico and seemed agreeable to 
visits by other officers until her replacement arrives. 
Rasheed gave the consular officer a letter written in 
Arabic to be delivered to his mother. He asked if the 
consular officer had hoard anything now from his mother. 


Rasheed said he is doing fairly well in school, 
although not as well as he had when he lived at his 
father’s house. He attributed this to the friends and 
play areas near his father's house. In contrast he said 
his grandmother did not allow his friends to visit nor 
allow him to visit them. He said a cousin of his asked 
him to go to a nearby amusement park on the last day of 
the retent Bid itl-fitr holiday, but that neither his 
grandmother nor his father would provide him a way to get 
there. 

Rasheed also said he saw his sister, Arajad, yesterday 
at his grandmother's house when his father brought her for 
avisit. She stayed for approximately fifteen minutes, 
although Rasheed saw her alone only for one or two 
minutes. When the consular officer asked about Amjad, 
Rasheed said she was "normal." She said she was doing 
"fine" in school, although Rasheed said she was too young 
to know or understand her grades. He later added that 
their father told Arajad at one point not to pick at a 
small scab on her right palm. While alone with Amjad for 
a minute, Rasheed asked how she received the scab. Amjad 
said it came from her step-mother. Their father then 
called Amjad back into another room; when she asked why 
she had to return, according to Rasheed, their father 
replied "because I said so." 


8 
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EXHIBIT 

55 
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_ 2 


The American Embassy in Riyadh is forwarding Rasheed’s 
letter to this office. l will forward the letter to you, 
along with the informal translation, as soon as it arrives 
in our office. 

As I indicated in our telephone conversation 
yesterday, the Embassy also received a request from 
Kasheed on May 27, 1990, asking that you telephone him 
prior to your upcoming trip to Washington. 


Sincerely, 


Child Custody Unit 

Office of Citizens Consular Services 
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United States Department of State 

Washington, D.C. 20520 

JUL 1 20D2 



Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Thank you for your letter of June 21, 2002, in which 
you request that the Department provide answers to written 
questions for the record (QFRs) which are pertinent to 
testimony given by Departmental witnesses in the 
Committee's hearing on June 12, 2002. That hearing was 
entitled "Should the United States Do More to Help 
U.S. Citizens Held Against Their Will in Saudi Arabia." 

The responses at the enclosure address the written 

QFRs . 


We welcome the opportunity to present our views to the 
Committee on this important issue. 


Sincerely 



Paul V. Kelly 
Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs 


Attachment: As stated. 


The Honorable 

Dan Burton, Chairman, 

Committee on Government Reform, 
House of Representatives, 
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Questions For The Record 
House Government Reform committee Hearing 
June 12, 2002 

Question 1 


Question : 


It is my understanding that Assistant Secretary Burns 
raised the issue of Americans held against their will in 
Saudi Arabia with Crown Prince Abdullah during a meeting in 
Saudi Arabia. When exactly did Assistant Secretary Burns 
raise this issue? 

a. What exactly did Assistant Secretary Burns say to 
Crown Prince Abdullah? 

b. Did Assistant Secretary Burns raise these cases as a 
state-to-state issue, as opposed to a private or 
family issue? 

c. Did Assistant Secretary Burns suggest that the United 
States would hold the Government of Saudi Arabia 
responsible for the unjustified detention of American 
citizens in Saudi Arabia? 

d. Did Assistant Secretary Burns suggest that there would 
be retaliation against Saudi Arabia if the Saudi 
government did not permit Americans who wished to 
return to the United States to do so? 

e. Did Assistant Secretary Burns raise the Roush or 
Stowers cases specifically with Crown Prince Abdullah? 

f. What exactly did Crown Prince Abdullah say in response 
to Assistant Secretary Burns? 

Answer : 

Assistant Secretary Burns raised the issue of child 
custody cases with Crown Prince Abdullah on June 3. He did 
not raise specific cases, but instead, focused on the 
overall problem. Crown Prince Abdullah agreed that it was 
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a problem and that the problem should be resolved through 
efforts by the governments of the U.S. and Saudi Arabia 
working together for the sake of the children. Foreign 
Minister Saud Al-Faisal was present at the meeting and 
stated that both governments should work together to 
facilitate visitation. Assistant Secretary Burns 
underlined the seriousness of the issue and stressed the 
concern felt at the highest levels of the United States 
government. He used this opportunity to further our 
Embassy's engagement with the Government of Saudi Arabia to 
seek constructive solutions to these very difficult issues. 
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Questions For The Record 
House Government Reform Committee Hearing 
June 12, 2002 

Question 2 


Question : 


At an International Relations Subcommittee hearing on June 
18, 2002, Assistant Secretary Burns testified that 
Secretary Powell raised the issue of Americans held against 
their will in Saudi Arabia with Prince Saud during his 
recent visit to the United States. What exactly did 
Secretary Powell say to Prince Saud? 

a. Did Secretary Powell raise these cases as a state- 
to-state issue, as opposed to a private or family 
issue? 

b. Did Secretary Powell suggest that the United States 
would hold the Government of Saudi Arabia 
responsible for the unjustified detention of 
American citizens in Saudi Arabia? 

c. Did Secretary Powell suggest that there would be 
retaliation against Saudi Arabia if the Saudi 
government did not permit Americans who wished to 
return to the United States to do so? 

d. Did Secretary Powell raise the Roush or Stowers 
cases specifically with Prince Saud? 

e. What exactly did Prince Saud say in response to 
Secretary Powell? 


Answer ; 

Secretary Powell raised the issue of child custody 
with Saudi Foreign Minister Prince Saud al-Faisal on June 
14, stressing that this issue is a concern at the highest 
levels of the United States government. Secretary Powell 
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made clear this is a matter on which both governments must 
work. The Secretary did not raise the specific cases, 
rather, he underscored the importance we attach to this 
issue and his personal interest in it. Prince Saud 
reiterated his desire to work with the U.S. to facilitate 
contact between parents and their children. 
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Questions For The Record 
House Government Reform Committee Hearing 
June 12, 2002 

Question 3 


Question : 


Did President Bush raise the issue of Americans held 
against their will in Saudi Arabia with Prince Saud during 
his recent visit to the United States? If not, why not? 

Answer : 

The focus of the discussion between President Bush and 
Saudi Foreign Minister Saud Al-Faisal was developments in 
the Middle East and how to bring an end to the deadly 
terrorist attacks disrupting efforts to resume a political 
process between Israel and the Palestinian Authority. 
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Question for the Record 
House Committee on Government Reform Hearing 
June 12, 2002 

Question 4 

Question ; 

Have the Roush or Stowers cases ever been specifically 
raised with the Saudi Government by any Vice President of 
the United States? 

Answer : 

The Department of State has no record of these cases ever 
being specifically raised by a President or Vice President 
of the United States. In 1987, then-Vice President Bush 
raised the issue of child custody problems in general with 
Crown Prince Abdullah during the latter's visit to 
Washington. 
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Question for the Record 
House Committee on Government Reform Hearing 
June 12, 2002 

Question 5 


Question : 


Has the U.S. government ever, as a matter of principle, 
objected to the fact that under Saudi law, a U.S. citizen 
can be prevented from returning to the U.S. based on the 
arbitrary decision of a private Saudi citizen? If not, why 
not? 


Answer : 

Contemporary Department of State officials are aware of no 
instance in which the Department has, as a matter of 
principle, objected to specific Saudi laws or the 
interpretations of Islam on which they are based. The 
right of a Saudi father to insist that his minor children 
be brought up in a traditional Islamic society is codified 
under Islamic law and cultural practice. The right of a 
Saudi father or husband to prohibit female members of his 
household from departing the country is similarly contained 
in the Saudi interpretation of Islamic tradition. 

Since Saudi laws are based on conservative Islamic 
traditions, many of those laws differ greatly from our own. 
Nevertheless, the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations 
(VCCR) obligates U.S. consular officials to respect the 
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laws of a host nation. Article 55(1) of the VCCR states 
specifically: "Without prejudice to their privileges and 

immunities, it is the duty of all persons enjoying such 
privileges and immunities to respect the laws and 
regulations of the receiving State. They also have a duty 
not to interfere in the internal affairs of that State." 
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Question for the Record 
House Committee on Government Reform Hearing 
June 12, 2002 

Question 6 


Question : 


Assuming that the State Department was able to arrange a 
"welfare and whereabouts" visit with Alia and Aisha 
Gheshayan, would State Department personnel ask the 
Gheshayan sisters whether they wanted to return to the 
United States? 


Answer : 

Yes. The Department of State thinks a direct meeting 
between a US Embassy Riyadh consular officer and Alia and 
Aisha is necessary to observe first hand the well-being of 
the two young women and to learn directly from them whether 
they want to travel to the United States and desire 
additional contact with, or assistance from, the Embassy. 


6a. Q; Does the State Department believe that the 
Gheshayan sisters are free to answer such a question free 
of coercion from their father or husbands? 

A: The Department of State thinks it is reasonable to 

assume that the father or husbands of Alia and Aisha could 
influence what each sister told a US consular officer if 
any of those men were present during a meeting between the 
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sister and a consular officer. Consequently, the 
Department of State strongly prefers that any such meetings 
be allowed to occur privately between each sister and a 
female consular officer. 
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Question for the Record 
House Committee on Government Reform Hearing 
June 12, 2002 

Question 7 


Question : 

Is it currently the policy of the US Embassy in Riyadh to 
force US citizens out of the Embassy if they would face 
arrest or physical abuse if forced out of the Embassy? 


Answer : 

US Embassy Riyadh, like all other diplomatic and consular 
posts throughout the world, follows and implements the 
guidance provided by Volume 7 of the Foreign Affairs Manual 
(7 FAM) when a US citizen requests refuge. 


Section 144 of Volume 7 of the Foreign Affairs Manual 
provides the following guidance concerning requests from US 
citizens for refuge. 


QUOTE: 


Foreign Service posts may not offer refuge to persons 
involved in child custody disputes, except as provided in 2 


FAM 229.1: 
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Refuge may be afforded to uninvited persons who 
are in danger of serious harm, as from mob 
violence, but only for the period during which 
active danger continues. With the concurrence of 
the Department, refuge shall be terminated on 
receipt of satisfactory assurances from the 
established national government that the 
refugee's personal safety is guaranteed against 
lawless or arbitrary actions and that the refugee 
will be accorded due process of law. 

A consular officer could, for example, allow an American 
citizen who is fleeing attempted violence or a credible 
threat of violence from a spouse or parent to enter and 
remain at the post for a limited period of time until steps 
can be taken to arrange police protection, a restraining 
order, a safe haven elsewhere, or other suitable 
protection . 

Refuge cannot be granted to prevent the execution of the 
laws or court orders of the host country, even when those 
laws or court orders may appear to be administered in a 
manner unfair to the interest of the U.S, citizen. 
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A parent cannot remain indefinitely at the post in order to 
prevent the other parent from taking the child or to avoid 
enforcement of a court order requiring the return of the 
child to the other parent. 


END QUOTE. 


Question : 


Question 7a 


If not, what would the Embassy do if a US citizen came to 
the Embassy alleging that she was being physically abused, 
and stating that she wanted to return to the U.S., despite 
the fact that she did not have permission to do so from her 
Saudi father? 


Answer ; 

Faced with such a situation. Embassy Riyadh and all other 
Foreign Service posts would do everything in their 
authority to ensure the immediate physical safety and 
security of the American citizen while following the 
guidance of 7 FAM 144. Once the immediate physical safety 
of the individual was assured. Embassy officials would 
attempt to determine the credibility of the allegations of 
physical abuse. If the allegations were considered 
credible, the Embassy would bring the abuse to the 
attention of Saudi officials and seek their aggressive 
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intervention on behalf of the victim. If an unmarried 
female US citizen stated she wished to return to the United 
States, the Embassy would seek the cooperation of her Saudi 
father to approve the required exit permit and, if he 
refused, would request the assistance of Saudi officials to 
prevail on the father to grant the permit. 
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Questions For The Record 
House Government Reform committee Hearing 
June 12, 2002 

Question 8 


Question : 

How many Saudi detainees from Guantanamo Bay have been 
returned to Saudi Arabia during 2002? 

Answer : 

The answer to this question is classified and is being 
provided under separate cover. 
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Jttne 21.2002 


The Honorable Colin L. Powell 
Secretaiy of State 
2200 C Street. N.W.- 
Washington, D.C. 20520 

Dear Secretary Povii^ll: 

At the Committee’s hearing of June 12, 2002, entitled “Should the United States Do 
More to Help U-S. Citizens Held Against Their Will in Saudi Arabia,” the State Department 
witnesses. Deputy Assistant Secretaries Ryan Crocker and Dianne Andruch, agreed to answer 
written questions for the record. Accordingly, attached are a number of qu^tions. Please have 
the appropriate State Department staff provide written answers to these questions by June 28, 
2002. 


I appreciate your cooperation with this request. If you have any questions about this 
matter, please have your staff contact the Committee’s Deputy Chief Counsel, David A. Kass, at 
(202)225-5074. 


Sincerely, 

Dan Burton 
Chairman 



cc: The Honorable Henry A. Wa.xman, Ranking Minority Member 
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QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

SHOULD THE UNITED STATES DO MORE TO HELP U.S. CITIZENS HELD 
AGAINST THEIR WILL IN SAUDI ARABIA 
JUNE 12, 2002 

ZaJoi^ 1. It is my understanding that Assistant Secretary Bums raised the issue of Americans held 
/V^/9 against their vvill in Saudi Arabia with Crowii Prince Abdullah during a meeting in Saudi 
Arabia. When exactly did Assistant Secretary Bums raise this issue? 

a. What exactly did Assistant Secretary Bums say to Crown Prince Abdullah? 

b. Did Assistant Secretary Bums raise these cases as a state-to-state issue, as 
opposed to a private or family issue? 

c. Did Assistant Secretary Bums suggest that the United States would hold the 
government of Saudi Arabia responsible for the unjustified detention of American 
citizens in Saudi Arabia? 

d. Did Assistant Secretary Bums suggest that there would be retaliation against 
Saudi Arabia if the Saudi government did not permit Americans who wished to 
return to the United States to do so? 

e. Did Assistant Secretary Bums raise the Roush or Stowers cases specifically with 
Crown Prince Abdullah? 

f. What exactly did Crown Prince Abdullah say in response to Assistant Secretary 
Bums? 

2. At an International Relations subcommittee hearing on June 1 8, 2002, Assistant Secretary 
Bums testified that Secretary Powell raised the issue of Americans held against their will 
in Saudi Arabia with Prince Saud during his recent visit to the United States. What 
exactly did Secretary Powell say to Prince Saud? 

a. Did Secretary Powell raise these cases as a siate-to-state issue, as opposed to a 
private or family issue? 

b. Did Secretary Powell suggest that the United States would hold the government of 
Saudi Arabia responsible for the unjustified detention of American citizens in 
Saudi Arabia? 

c. Did Secretary Powell suggest that there would be retaliation against Saudi Arabia 
if the Saudi government did not permit Americans who wished to return to the 
United States to do so? 


rJc'a 
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d. Did Secretary Powell raise &e Roush or Stowers cases specifically with Prince 
Saud? 


e. Whst exactly did Prince Sand say in response to Secretary Powell? 




Did President Bush raise the issue of Americans held against their will in Saudi Arabia 
with Prince Saud durir^ his recent virit to the United States? If not, wiiy not? 




Have the Roush or Stowers cases ever been ^secjfjcally raised with the Saudi government 
by any President or Vice President of flie Unit^ States? 




5. Has the U.S. government ever, as a matter of princ^le, objected to the fact that under 
Saudi law, a U.S. citizen can be prevented from returning to the U.S- based on the 
arbitrary decision of a private Saudi citizen? If not, why not? 




Assuming that the State Department was able to arrange a “welfare and whereabouts” 
visit with Alia and Aisha Gh«ha)^, would State Department personnel ask the 
Gheshayan sisters whether they wanted to return to the United States? 


a. Does the St^ Department believe that the Gheshayan sisters are free to answer 
such a question free of coercion from their father or husbands? 





7. Is it currently the policy ofthe U.S. Embassy in Riyadh to force U.S. citizens out of the 
Embassy if they would face arrest or physical abuse if forced out of the Embassy? 

a. ffnot, what would the Embassy do if a U.S. citizen came to the Embassy allegiiig 
that she was being physically abused, and stating that she wanted to return to the 
U.S., despite the fact that she did not have p^iission to do so from her Saudi 
father? 

8. How many Saudi detainees from Guantanamo Bay have been returned to Saudi Arabia 
during 2002? 
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United States Department of State 
Washington, D. C. 20520 

jUL - 2 2002 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

This is in response to your letter of June 24 requesting the 
current contact information for the U.S. citizen parent or U.S. 
citizen next-of-kin for all the cases provided in the Committee's 
memorandum, with the exception of those individuals for whom the 
Committee already has such information. This information is being 
provided in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552a{b) (9) which permits 
disclosure: "(9) to either House of Congress, or, to the extent of 
matter within its jurisdiction, any committee or subcommittee 
thereof, any joint committee of Congress or subcommittee of any such 
joint committee." 

We are hereby providing you with the most current contact 
information available to us for those cases where the Department has 
records. Please note that, for some cases, our contacts with the 
parent or next-of-kin ceased once that individual had obtained 
custody of, or access to, their child(ren) and no longer sought our 
assistance. Wherever possible, we have indicated the date of our 
last contact with the parent or next-of-kin. In a few cases, we have 
requested the contact information from our posts in Saudi Arabia and 
will forward it to the Committee upon its receipt. We have conveyed 
to our posts the importance of providing a prompt response. 

Some of the individuals listed are involved in on-going 
efforts to secure the return of, or access to, their children. We 
respectfully remind the Committee that release of the information 
beyond Committee members and staff could seriously jeopardize such 
efforts and possibly threaten the safety of the children involved. 



Paul V. Kelly 
Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs 


Enclosure: As stated 


The Honorable 

Dan Burton, Chairman, 

Committee on Government Reform, 
House of Representatives. 
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Child Custody and U.S. Citizen Departure Cases 
Saudi Arabia 

(cases keyed to numbers from incoming inquiry) 


RIYADH 

3 ) Beydoun 


Child's Name: Nimat (Namet) Beydoun 
Last Contact Date: April 15, 2002 
Recent Contact Information: Terri Dee Beydoun 

4716 43’"'* Street 
Lubbock, TX 79414 
Tel: 806-7920-0757 

Update: Namet visited her mother in Texas in March, 
2002 


4) Al-Zahrani 


Contact Info: Terry Lynn Al-Zahrani 
Riyadh Tel: 966-1-482-4833, 465-5855 


6) Ricket 


Contact Info: Debbie Ricket Sultan 
Riyadh Tel: 966-1-231-5223 
Father in U.S. Tel: 406-257-6669 


7) Bodo 


Child's Name: Samuel Bodo 

Recent Contact Information: Andre Bodo 

1717 SW Park Avenue 
Portland, OR 97201 
Tel: 503-226-0579 
503-228-4767 

Update: Father withdrew his request for access in 

March, 2002. Samuel will be 18 in March, 2003. 


9) Rives 


Children's Names: Lily Rives 
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Sami Rives 

Last Contact Date: June 19, 2002 (FBI) ; April 02, 2002 
(Left Behind Parent) 

Recent Contact Information: Michael E. Rives 

5010 Coffeyville 
Grand Prairie, TX 75052 
Tel: 214-641-3600 

214-777-5798 (w) 


10) ai-Shengitti 

Adult's Name: Michela Kynne Al-Shengitti 
Recent Contact Information: 4805 Rosewood Drive 

Glendale , AZ 
Tel: 602-978-5913 

Update: Mother escaped to Yemen. Embassy Sanaa 
assisted her and her children in returning to the 
U.S. 


11) Qahtani 


Adult's Name: Stacy Qahtani 

Recent Contact Info: 1445 4*^*' Street Drive NW, Apt #61, 
Hickory, NC 28601 
Tel: 828-345-0317 

Update: Mother escaped to Bahrain with her son 


JEDDAH 

12) Al-Ajmi 


Children's Names: Simone Nasir Al-Ajmi 
Salmear Fahad 

Last Contact Date: September 2000 
Recent Contact Information: Mary Ordway 

2145 26*^** Street Avenue North 
St. Petersburg, FL 33713 
Tel: 727-896-7078 

Update : Recent attempts to reach Ms . Ordway were 
unsuccessful. Her phone had been disconnected. 


13) Alawi 
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Adult's Name: Janet Lea Alawi (Dirks) 

Children's Names Huda Alawi 

Ramzy Alawi 
Raeid Alawi 

Recent Contact Information: P.O. Box 167 cc 815 

Jeddah 21231 
Saudi Arabia 
Phone: 966-02-655-8744 
966-02-667-1617 


14) Al-Ari£i 

Children's Names: Rosemary Helen Al-Arifi 
Sarah Francis Al-Arifi 
Abdlaziz Abdulla Al-Arifi 
Recent Contact information: Joanna Stephenson 

9580 E. Old Fort 

Harrison Street 
Terre Haute, IN 47803 
Phone: 812-877-6199 


15) Bashir 

Child's Name: Marc Bashir 

Recent Contact Information: Phyllis Wall 

204 Beckner Road 
Lexington, NC 27292 
Phone: 336-798-5807 

336-668-4126 

Update: Marc turned 18 on March 7, 2002 

16) Basrawi 

Children's Names: Ramie Jihad Basrawi 
Suzanne Jihad Basrawi 

Recent Contact Information: Debbie Doeckel 

417 West Wilson 
Ottumwa, lA 52502 
Phone: 514-682-8859 

Update: Ramie turned 18 on August 17, 2001 


17) Cordeiro 

Children's Names: Aminah Cordeiro 
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Recent Contact Information: Unknown 


18) Al-Deni 

Children's Names: Faisal Al-Deni 
Miriam Al-Deni 

Last Contact Date: September 1999 
Recent Contact Information: Unknown 

Update: Miriam turned 18 on January 28, 2002. This 
case was closed in September, 1999. The parents 
agreed to visitation in England. 


19) Gadri 

Adult's Name: Jamela Antone 
Children's Names: Areej Gadri 
Isra Gadri 

Recent Contact Information: Unknown 


20 ) Al-Ghamdi 

Child's Name: Ali Atef Al-Ghamdi 

Recent Contact Information: Lujain Al-Iman 

10 Barndesbury Hall 
9-1 The Avenue NW 6746 
London, Great Britian 

Update: Case closed. Last contact with left-behind 
parent was in 1999. Letter to parent in 2000 was 
returned as undeliverable. 


21) Gusti 

Adult's Name: Jaclyn Winters 
Children's Names: ThaLeeddah DaDon Winters 
Anissa Marie Winters 
Hana'a Winters 

Recent Contact Information: Unknown 


22) Hakeem 


Children's Names: Shaher Mashoor Hakeem 
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Shada Mashoor Hakeem 
lyad Mahoor Hakeeem 
Last Contact Date: April 19, 2002 
Recent Contact Information: Ruth Hakeem 

1376 Genevieve Street 
San Bernadino, CA 92405 


23) Kalali 


Adult's Name: Kristy Kalali-Thompson 

Children's Names: Ahmad Nofal Kalali and four siblings 
now over 18 

Last Contact Date: May 13, 2002 

Recent Contact Information: 211 SE 136*^^ Street 

Portland, OR 97233 
Phones: 503-254-2561 
503-653-3655 


24) Kurd!/ Rattan 


Children's Names: Michael Khalid Kurdi 
Yasmin Khalid Kurdi 

Noel Khalid Kurdi 
Last Contact Date: April 16, 2002 
Recent Contact Information: Paula Kurdi 

1021 Springfield Ave. 
Springfield, NJ 07904 
Phone: 908-790-8720 

Update: Noel is now in the U.S. with her mother. 


25) Maghrabi 

Children's Names: Jasmin Galal Maghrabi 
Sami Galal Maghrabi 
Rami Galal Maghrabi 

Recent Contact Information: Davis and Nancy Green 

(Parents of Debbie Maghrabi) 
3256 South Cody Ct . 
Lakwood, CO 80277 
Phone: 303-989-9019 


26) Al-Rehaill 


Children's Names: Safiah Mubarak Al-Rehaili 
Maha Mubarak Al-Rehaili 
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Faisal Mubarak Al-Rehaili 
Last Contact Date: 1997 

Recent Contact Information: None- Phone No Longer in 
Service 

Update: Last contact attempted in 1999. Letter 
returned for insufficient address. No phone number 
available . 


27) Saulisbury 

Child's Names: Rackan (Rakan) Majid Saulisbury 
Last Contact Date: October 12, 2001 
Recent Contact Information: Darrell Saulisbury 
P.O. Box 4031 
Tustin, CA 92781 
Phone: 1-800-260-4626 
714-318-4001 

Update: Contact info confirmed in October 2001. No 
further contact . 


28) Al-Shahrani 


Children's Names: Nora Al-Shahrani 
Sarah Al-Shahrani 
Amal Al-Shahrani 
Abdulrahman Al-Shahrani 
Adel Al-Shahrani 
Bashyer Al-Shahrani 
Recent Contact Information: Unknown 


30) Al-Shehri 


Children's Names: Rasmah Al-Shehri 

Abdulrahman Al-Shehri 
Last Contact Date: January 16, 2002 
Recent Contact Information: Reyna Raney 

Phone: 817-244-3251 
817-560-7020 


31) Thaher 


Children's Names: Mahmoud Fuad Abdul -Rahim 
Sayed Thaher 
Abdelallah Fuad Thaher 
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Recent Contact Information: Unknown 


32 ) A1 - Turk! s tani 


Adult's Name: Kelly Al- Turkistani 
Child's Name: Summer Abdulahad 
Recent Contact Information: Unknown 


33 ) Zarie 


Children's Names: Sarah Zarie 

Hediya Zarie 
Shayimah Zarie 
Jumanah Zarie 
Tasneem Zarie 
Ubaid Zarie 

Recent Contact Information: Unknown 


DHAHRAN 

34) Yami 

Adult's Name: Noreh Salem Yami (Tammy Sue Blunt) 
Recent Contact Information: Penny K. Blunt (sister) 

10223 Lake Brauning 
San Antonio, TX 78223 
Tel: 210-633-9309 

Update: Ms. Yami is now in the U.S. 

35) Malhan 

Adult's Name: Edith Malhan 

Recent Contact Information: Edith Malhan 

966-3-893-0684 (h) 

966-3-860-5793 (w) 

Update: Ms. Malham is a teacher in Saudi Arabia. As 
of June, 2002, she was visiting in the U.S. 


36) Al-Aj mi 

Child's Name: Mishall Alii Ayidh Al-Ajmi 
Recent Contact Information: Catherine Allen 
2782 BW, Anklam 
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Tucson, AZ 85745 
602-624-8134 

Update: Case closed on May 11, 2000, after left-behind 
parent failed to respond to attempted contacts 


37) Uhlman/Ukayli 


Adult's Name: Christine Dhlman 
Children's Names: Maison Musafa Ukayli 
Hani Mustafa Ukayli 

Recent Contact Information: (520) 293-0140 - w 


38) A1 - Shabrami 


Child's Name: Sa'ad Al-Shabrami 
Last Contact Date: June 19, 2002 

Recent Contact Information: Jennifer Martin Ajami 
8334 Creek Front Drive 
Cordova TN 38018 

Update: Visit to the U.S. is being arranged, possibly 
in August 


39) Woodruff 


Child's Name: Michael Woodruff 

Last Contact Date: April 18, 2002 

Recent Contact Information: Diane Woodruff 

11545 24’^’^ Street Ave. Northeast 
Seattle, WA 98125 
Tel: 425-462-7322 


40) Al-Moshkhesh 


Children's Names: Nora Qasim Al-Moshkhesh 

Mohammad Qasim Al-Moshkhesh 
Bayder Qasim Al-Moshkhesh 
Recent Contact Information: John Siegfried 

1698 Starbrige 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89122 
Phone : 702-457-0950 
702-898-2116 
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41) Al-Nofaily 


Children's Names: Amina Al-Nofaily 
Yousef Al-Nofaily 
Last Contact Date: April 17, 2002 
Recent Contact Information: Peggy Booth Mohammed 

438 Green Street 
Winston Salem, NC 27101 
Tel: 336-723-1892 

336-682-3324 


43) Qassim 

Recent Contact Information: Contact Information 
Presently Not Available 


44 ) Al-Haj j i 

Child's Name: Sukaynah Al-Haj ji (Fatma Kay Netland) 
Last Contact Date: April 18, 2002 

Recent Contact Information: Mr & Mrs. James Netland 

3700 Virginia Ave. 
Wayzota, MN 55391 
Tel: 612-473-3180 

Mark Netland 
Tel: 206-643-8336 

Cathy Rossendahl 
Tel:218-736-2940 

Patty Vining 
Tel: 203-968-8320 


45 ) Al-Zahrani 


Children's Names: Amirah Al-Zahrani 
Ahmed Al-Zahrani 
Aisha Al-Zahrani 
Nasser Al-Zahrani 
Recent Contact Information: John Good 

Rd. 7 Box 10 
Gibsunia, PA 15044 
Tel: 412-821-2447 
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46) Al-Saihati 


Child's Name: Ali Al-Saihati 

Recent Contact Information: Ralph Banks 

Tel: 804-525-6646 
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United States Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 20520 

JUL - 2 2002 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Thank you for your letter of June 25 , 2002 , in which 
you request that the Department provide answers to written 
questions for the record (QFRs) which are pertinent to 
testimony given by Departmental witnesses in the 
Committee's hearing on June 12, 2002. That hearing was 
entitled "Should the United States Do More to Help 
U.S. Citizens Held Against Their Will in Saudi Arabia." 

The responses at the enclosure address the written 

QFRs. 

We welcome the opportunity to present our views to the 
Committee on this important issue. 


Sincerely 

c J 

Paul V. Kelly 
Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs 


Attachment: As stated. 


The Honorable 

Dan Burton, Chairman, 

Committee on Government Reform, 
House of Representatives. 
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Question for the Record 
House Conimittee on Government Reform Hearing 
June 12, 2002 

Question 1 


Question : 


What specific steps will the Department of State (DOS) take 
to resolve the illegal kidnapping of QS citizens Alia and 
Aisha Gheshayan? Please provide an estimated timetable to 
achieve each step. 


A nswer : 

On June 5, 2002, the Embassy Riyadh American Citizen 
Services Officer, on behalf of the Charge d' Affaires, 
contacted Khalid A1 Gheshayan, the father of Alia and 
Aisha, and requested a meeting vjith him for the Charge. 

The Charge wished to discuss A1 Gheshayan 's facilitation of 
an Embassy consular officer meeting individually with Alia 
and Aisha to monitor their well-being, determine their 
wishes regarding repatriation to the United States, learn 
what future contact with the QS Embassy they want, and 
request that they formally waive a portion' of their Privacy 
Act rights to allow the Department of State to provide 
information about them to their mother. A1 Gheshayan 
stated that both Alia and Aisha now are married and the OS 
Embassy would have to talk with their respective husbands 
about any potential meeting with the two sisters. On June 
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10, 2002, the Deputy Chief of Mission and the Consul 
General met with Deputy Governor of Riyadh A1 Bleheid and 
requested his assistance in obtaining the names of Aisha 
and Alia's husbands and their telephone numbers. A1 
Bleheid has not responded to this request and did not offer 
to approach the husbands on the Embassy's behalf. If the 
Embassy can identify the husbands, the Embassy will try to 
gain their consent to private meetings between a US 
consular officer and each of the two young women. Time 
frame: Cannot be predicted since the Governor's Office has 

not provided a response to the Embassy's requests. 

Department of State will contact Dr. Majed H. N. Al- 
Ghesheyan, an administrative attache with the Saudi Embassy 
in Washington, D.C. and reportedly a relative of Khalid A1 
Gheshayan, to request his assistance in identifying the 
husbands of Alia and Aisha and facilitating meetings 
between them and US Embassy Riyadh officers. In the past, 
he has declined to become involved in this matter. Time 
frame: The Department of State currently is working wrth 

Saudi officials in the United States to obtain contact 
information for the Gh.esheyan sisters. 
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A US consular officer in Riyadh will meet directly 
with Alia and with Aisha, privately if possible, to observe 
first hand their well being and to learn directly from them 
their wishes. Time frame: Cannot be predicted. Meeting is 
contingent on the Embassy's ability to contact the young 
women and their agreement to such a meeting. 

Presuming Alia and Aisha express a wish to travel to 
the United States, Embassy Riyadh officials will seek the 
cooperation of their husbands to approve the required exit 
permits and, if necessary, request assistance from the 
Governor of Riyadh or other appropriate Saudi officials to 
facilitate the issuance of exit permits. Time frame: 

Cannot be, predicted — contingent on preceding events. 

Embassy Riyadh will issue new US passports to Alia and 
Aisha and, if necessary, coordinate travel arrangements for 
them. Time frame: If they apply, emergency passports can 
be issued almost immediately. 
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Question for the Record 
House Committee on Government Reform Hearing 
June 12, 2002 

Question 2 

Question : 

Are there any other unresolved illegal kidnappings ofU.S. 
citizens who are still residing in Saudi Arabia? If so, 
identify each U.S. citizen and the specific steps the 
Department of State intends to take to resolve the 
situation, including an estimated timetable to achieve each 
step . 


Answer : 

Department of State files include the following ten active 
parental child abduction cases in Saudi Arabia, involving 
twenty minor children who were either abducted to the 
Kingdom by one parent or retained there during a temporary 
visit from their place of habitual residence in the United 
States : 


Family Name 

Children 


A1 Arifi 

Abdul-Aziz Abdullah, 
Sarah Frances 

Rosemary Helen 

A1 Jarboa 

Ryan 


A1 Nofaily 

Amina, Yousuf 


A1 Omary 

Machel Heidi 


A1 Shabrami 

Hatam Saad 


Basrawi 

Ramie, Suzanne 


Hakeem 

lyad Mashhoor, Shada 
Shaher Mashoor 

Mashoor, 

Kamil 

Omer, Zakirah 


Kurd! 

Michael, Yasmin 


Rives 

Lilly, Sami 


Saulisbury 

Rakan Majed 
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It is not possible to provide a specific timeline for the 
resolution of each case. Progress on an individual case 
is dependent upon a variety of factors, including 
decisions by the American parents, the willingness of 
Saudi parents to participate in resolving the case, and 
our ability to contact and engage Saudi officials. 

That is not to say that progress in these cases is not 
actively pursued. Every six months the left-behind 
parents in our parental child abduction cases in Saudi 
Arabia receive a report on developments and what, if 
anything, needs to be done to bring about progress. 

The regular review of these cases and others worldwide by 
the Abduction Unit of the Office of Children's Issues is 
being expanded to include other Department offices that 
might provide ideas for resolving them. Our goal 
continues to be the resolution of each case in a manner 
which provides for the best interests of the children and 
as much to the satisfaction of the left-behind parent as 
possible. Where return of the children to the place of 
their pre-abduction habitual residence is not possible, 
we seek a resolution, which ensures that the left-behind 
parent maintains an active relationship with their 
children. Such a resolution would likely include the 
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assurance of regular contact and visitation^ and 
facilitation of travel and other arrangements. 
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Question for the Record 
House Committee on Government Refoimi Hearing 
June 12 , 2002 

Question 3 


Question : 


What is the name of the DOS policy of f icial { s ) who directed 
the U.S. marines to evict Monica Stowers and her children 
from the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh? Please provide a copy of 
each e-mail, cable or other written instruction for this 
directive. 

Answer : 

We are currently trying to contact officials who were 

present during the incident to better answer your question. 

We will provide a follow up reply as soon as possible. 
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Question for the Record 
House Committee on Government Reform Hearing 
June 12, 2002 

Question 4 


Question : 

Are there any other cases where US citizens in similar 
circumstances were evicted from the US embassy in Riyadh? 

If so, please identify every such eviction, including the 
date, circumstances, and any written instructions for such 
directives . 

A; The Department of State and US Embassy Riyadh are not 
aware of another circumstance similar to that in which Ms. 
Stowers and her children were escorted from the Embassy. 
While the Embassy is not equipped to accommodate overnight 
lodging by private American citizens, our first concern in 
all circumstances where an American citizen fears for his 
or her physical safety is to provide for the physical 
security of that citizen by ensuring they are lodged in a 
safe location. Before escorting Ms. Stowers and her 
children from the Embassy, Embassy officers confirmed that 
the family would be afforded secure shelter at the 
residence of the children's grandmother. Embassy personnel 
drove Ms. Stowers and her children to the grandmother's 
home and the next day contacted Ms. Stowers to confirm that 


she was safe. Ms. Stowers stated at that time that she was 
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fine; she declined the Embassy's offer to arrange a meeting 
with the Governor's office in Riyadh and indicated she was 
willing to talk with her husband. 

Volume 7 of the Foreign Affairs Manual, specifically 7 
FAM 144, provides the following guidance concerning refuge, 
which Embassy officers in Riyadh and at all other 
diplomatic and consular posts around the world would 
attempt to implement upon receipt of a request for refuge 
such as that made by Ms. Stowers. 

QUOTE: 

Foreign Service posts may not offer refuge to persons 
involved in child custody disputes, except as provided in 2 
FAM 229.1: 


Refuge may be afforded to uninvited persons who 
are in danger of serious harm, as from mob 
violence, but only for the period during which 
active danger continues. With the concurrence of 
the Department, refuge shall be terminated on 
receipt of satisfactory assurances from the 


established national government that the 
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refugee's personal safety is guaranteed against 
lawless or arbitrary actions and that the refugee 
will be accorded due process of law. 

A consular officer could, for example, allow an American 
citizen who is fleeing attempted violence or a credible 
threat of violence from a spouse or parent to enter and 
remain at the post for a limited period of time until steps 
can be taken to arrange police protection, a restraining 
order, a safe haven elsewhere, or other suitable 
protection. 

Refuge cannot be granted to prevent the execution of the 
laws or court orders of the host country, even when those 
laws or court orders may appear to be administered in a 
manner unfair to the interest of the U.S. citizen. 

A parent cannot remain indefinitely at the post in order to 
prevent the other parent from taking the child or to avoid 
enforcement of a court order requiring the return of the 
child to the other parent. 


END QUOTE. 



387 


SUflTOfi. IHO**N*. 


Rannnc minority ucMeeR 


•SNJAMIN/. '■(IMAN. NEW row 
CONSTANSt . MORELLA, UAfirLAKa 
ttMfil5TOi^5R5HAV5, COAINECTieUT 
ILCANA W06-L6KTINEN. FLOftlOA 
JOHN M. McKUSH. NCW YOrtK 
STEPHEN HORN. California 

THOMAS M. OAVIS. V1R0INIA 

MARKE. SOUOER. INDIANA 

STEVEN C. UTOURCrrg.OHlO 

SOS SANN.eEOROIA 

DAN UILLEP. FLORIOA 

DOUCOSE.CALIFOPNIA 

NON LEWIS. KENTUSKY 

JOANN OAVIS, ViaCINiA 

TODD RUSSELL PLATrS, PENNSYLVANIA 

DAVE WELDON. FLORIDA 

CHRIS CANNON. UTAH 

AOAM H. PUTNAM. FLORIDA 

c.l. •SLfTCH' OTTER, lOAHQ 

EDWARD LSCHROCR. VIRQINIA 

JOHN J. DUNCAN. jR.. TENNESSEE 

JOHN SULUVAN. OKUMOUA 


ONE HUNDRED SEVENTH CONGRESS 

CongrcEisi of tljt ©nitcfi SitateS 

i^ouSE of •REprEScntatibeiS 

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM 
2157 Rayburn House Office Building 
WASHIN 6TCW. DC 2051 S-61 43 

HaJONTV |WE)a9S-S074 

r-AEBMlA lSea£S^4 
MWcmr (20a 22S-So$l 
TTv nmas-ssH 

wwwJTOu3a,gov/mform 


TCW lANTOS, CALlYO>4<lA 
MAJOR K OWENS. NcV< YORK 
EQOLPMUS TOWNS. NEW YORK 
HAULE KANJORSKI. PSmSYLVANIA 
PATSY T. UmK. HAWAII 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY, NEW YORK 

ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON. 

DISTRICT OFCOtUUKA 
BLUAN E. CUMMINGS MARYLAND 
CENNISJ. KIACINICH. OHIO 
BOO R. BLAOOJEVICH. ILLINOIS 
DANNY K. DAViS. ILLINOIS 
JOHN F. TIERNEY, MAaSACHUSETTS 
JIM TURNER. TEXAS 
THOMAS H.ALLEH. MAINS 
JANICCD. SCHAKOWSKV. ILLINOIS 
wh. lacy Clay, wsSOUBI 
Diane e WATSON, caufornu 
STEPHEN F. i.vNOH. Massachusetts 


BERNARD SANDERS. VERMONT'. 
WOBPENDENT 


June 25, 2002 

The Honorable Colin L. Powell 
Secretary of State 

2200 C Street, N.W. 6 /V / 

Washington, D.C. 20520 


Dear Secretary Powell: 


At the Committee’s hearing of June 12, 2002, entitled “Should (he United States Do 
More to Help U.S. Citizens Held Against Their Will in Saudi Arabia," the State Department 
witnesses. Deputy Assistant Secretaries Ryan Crocker and Dianne Andnich, agreed to answer 
wntten questions for the record. On June 21, 2002, 1 sent you a set of questions for the record. 
Attached are an additional set of questions for the record. Please have the appropriate State 
Department staff provide written answers to these questions by July 2, 2002. 

I appreciate your cooperation with this request. If you have any questions about this 

contact the Committee’s Deputy Chief Counsel, David A. Kass, at 

(202) 225'*5074. 


.J 1UL.UI Ciy , 

Dan Burton 
Chairman 


The Honorable Henry A. Waxman, Ranking Minority Member 
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QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

SHOULD THE UNITED STATES DO MORE TO HELP U.S. CITIZENS HELD 
AGAINST THEIR WILL IN SAUDI ARABIA 
JUNE 12, 2002 

1 . What specific steps will the Department of State (DOS) take to resolve the illegal 
kidnapping of US citizens Alia and Aisha Gheshayan? Please provide an estimated 
timetable to achieve each step. 

2. Are tiiere any other unresolved illegal kidn 2 ^>pmgs of US citizens who are still residing in 
Saudi Arabia? K" so, please identify each US citizen and tiie specific steps DOS intends 
to take to resolve the situation, including an estimated timetable to achieve each step. 

3. What is the name of the DOS policy of5cial(s) who directed the US marines to evict 
Monica Stowers and her children fiom Ac US embassy in Riyadh? Please provide a 
copy of each e-mail, cable or other written instruction for this directive, 

4 . Are there any other cases where US citizens in similar circumstances were evicted from 
the US embassy in Riyadh? If so, please identify every such eviction, including the date, 
circumstances, and any written instructions for such dfrectives. 



AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 
IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 


WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 2, 2002 

House of Representatives, 
Committee on Government Reform, 

Washington, DC. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:55 a.m., in room 
2154, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Dan Burton (chairman 
of the committee) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Burton, Gilman, Shays, Ose, Weldon, 
Duncan, Norton, Cummings, Kucinich, Watson, and Sanders. 

Also present: Representatives Kerns and Berry. 

Staff present: Kevin Binger, staff director; James C. Wilson, chief 
counsel; David A. Kass, deputy chief counsel; S. Elizabeth Clay and 
Caroline Katzin, professional staff members; Jason Foster and Ran- 
dall Kaplan, counsels; Blain Rethmeier, communications director; 
Allyson Blandford, assistant to chief counsel; Robert A. Briggs, 
chief clerk; Robin Butler, office manager; Joshua E. Gillespie, dep- 
uty chief clerk; Nicholis Mutton, deputy communications director; 
Corinne Zaccagnini, systems administrator; Sarah Despres, minor- 
ity counsel; Ellen Rayner, minority chief clerk; and Jean Gosa and 
Earley Green, minority assistant clerks. 

Mr. Burton. Good morning. A quorum being present, the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform will come to order. There will be 
more Members showing up here in just a few minutes I hope. Here 
comes one of our fine Members right now. 

Before we start this morning, I want to say a few words about 
a good friend of ours and our colleague, Patsy Mink. She was not 
only a valuable member of this committee, she was a very nice lady 
and she was well informed. She studied the issues and when she 
talked, people listened. She had a terrible problem. I think she de- 
veloped chicken pox, which is unusual for older folks like us, and 
it turned into I guess pneumonia and other complications, and she 
passed away over the weekend. She was very well liked by Mem- 
bers on both sides of the aisle, and I think everybody on the com- 
mittee held her in very high regard, and on behalf of the commit- 
tee, I want to extend condolences to Ms. Mink and her family. This 
is a very difficult time for all of them, and we will be thinking of 
them and praying for them and Patsy as well. 

Let me get some more formal things out of the way. 

I ask unanimous consent that all Members’ and witnesses’ open- 
ing statements be included in the record. 

Without objection, so ordered. 

( 389 ) 
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I ask unanimous consent that all written questions submitted to 
witnesses and answers provided by witnesses after the conclusion 
of this hearing be included in the record. 

Without objection, so ordered. 

I ask unanimous consent that a set of exhibits relating to this 
hearing which have been shared with the minority staff prior to 
the hearing be included in the record. 

Without objection, so ordered. 

I ask unanimous consent that all articles, exhibits, and extra- 
neous or tabular material referred to be included in the record. 

Without objection, so ordered. 

I also ask unanimous consent that questioning for Panel III of 
this hearing proceed under clause 2(j)2 of House rule XI and com- 
mittee rule 14 in which the chairman and ranking minority mem- 
ber allocate time to committee counsel as they deem appropriate 
for extended questioning, not to exceed 60 minutes, to be divided 
equally between the majority and minority. 

Without objection, so ordered. 

I ask unanimous consent that Congressman Kerns and Congress- 
man Berry, who are not members of this committee, be permitted 
to participate in this hearing. I believe Congressman Kerns will be 
back, but he has another hearing, so he may or may not be here. 
He has some constituents who I think he holds in high regard and 
who he helped when we were in Riyadh who are here. 

Today we are meeting once again to talk about Saudi Arabia and 
child abduction cases. The last time we held a hearing on this issue 
it was June. A lot has happened since then. I wish I could report 
that a lot of good things have happened, but unfortunately I can’t. 

When I first got involved in this issue and the committee did, all 
we wanted to do was to try to help American mothers be reunited 
with their kidnapped children. I was really hoping that the Saudis 
would work with us to try to fix these problems. Unfortunately, 
that did not happen, and the more time we spent looking at this 
issue, the worst things occurred. 

On the positive side. President Bush and Secretary of State Colin 
Powell have started to step up to the plate. One of my biggest con- 
cerns has been that over the years the State Department hasn’t 
done enough to help these families. Hopefully, that is going to 
change. 

President Bush met with Prince Bandar and asked him to help 
resolve these cases. Unfortunately, Prince Bandar didn’t pay much 
attention. I met with Secretary Powell, and he promised to raise 
the profile of this issue with the Saudis. He called me when one 
Saudi young lady was freed from Saudi Arabia — she was in Kuala 
Lumpur, and I think we are going to hear from them today — they 
were able to get her out. That was covered by 60 Minutes last 
weekend and we will be talking about that in a few minutes. We 
are very pleased that our State Department and Colin Powell did 
the right thing in that particular case. 

When we traveled to Saudi Arabia, Ambassador Jordan pledged 
to us that no American who needs help will ever again be turned 
away from the U.S. Embassy. That hasn’t been the case in the 
past. We have had Americans go to the U.S. Embassy and been 
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turned out on the street, the mother to be arrested and the chil- 
dren to be put through hell once again. 

These are all good signs. I hope that by working together we can 
continue to keep the pressure on. We owe it to these families to 
keep this issue on the front burner and to not let it drift off into 
obscurity. 

On the negative side, the Saudis have really dug in their feet. 
Today I understand they are meeting with some of our Senators to 
try to convince them they are doing the right thing and want to 
help, when in fact it is just the opposite. 

The Saudis are not budging an inch. I led a delegation of Con- 
gressmen to Saudi Arabia in August, and I was hoping the Saudis 
would deal with us in good faith and help us to solve some of these 
cases. Instead, we got disinformation and PR stunts. 

I will never forget sitting in a Starbucks restaurant in Riyadh 
with Amjad Radwan. She is an American citizen. She has been try- 
ing to get out of Saudi Arabia her whole life. She was one of the 
two children led to the front gate by our embassy officials and the 
marines, back when she was 12 years old, and her father ended up 
having her married off to somebody when she was 12 . She rebelled 
against that and left, ran away, and now she has been married off 
again now that she is 19. 

President Bush specifically talked to Prince Bandar about 
Amjad’s case and my understanding was that Prince Bandar told 
the President he would help get it resolved. But in the weeks be- 
fore we arrived, as I said, she was married off to a 42-year-old 
man, who has already married — she was taken from her home in 
the middle of the night, made to undergo painful surgery to reduce 
her weight. And it is true they gave her an exit visa and passport, 
but it is also true they put unbelievable pressure on her to stay. 

When I talked to her, there were tears in her eyes. She was 
wearing her abayah. That means she was completely covered from 
head to toe, except for her eyes. All I could see was her eyes. She 
was crying, her hands were trembling, and she said over and over 
again, “I want to go to America, I want to be free,” but then she 
would look at her new husband and say, “but not now.” 

And what about Pat Roush’s two daughters, which we just re- 
ferred to a moment ago? We told the Saudis that our delegation 
was going to make an official request when we got to Saudi Arabia, 
let the girls come to America to meet with their mother. The Saudi 
Government couldn’t even wait for the official request to be made. 
Instead, on the day we arrived, they sent those two young women 
to London. They were surrounded by Saudi men and high-priced 
handlers, and it is impossible to tell if they were speaking their 
own minds. They were very possibly under a great deal of pressure. 

The reason I say that is because we had a young woman testify 
in June named Dria Davis. She was kidnapped by her father and 
kept in Saudi Arabia. At one point, she was interviewed by one of 
our embassy officials. She told them that she was happy in Saudi 
Arabia and she did not want to leave. 

Later, her mother helped her escape and she had a different 
story to tell, a very different story. She told us that she had to say 
those things when she was interviewed because she had been told 
by her father — and she was afraid that her father would beat her 
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or even kill her. She desperately wanted to leave, but she had been 
told in no uncertain terms what she had to say, and she said it, 
and couldn’t speak freely. 

By the same token, we can’t tell if Pat Roush’s daughters were 
speaking freely. Pat Roush never got a chance to talk to her daugh- 
ters and ask them if they wanted to come to America. I think it 
is a real shame. 

Maybe the Saudis think we are stupid. Maybe they think we 
don’t recognize coercion when we see it. But this much is clear to 
me: The Saudis wanted to say and do all the right things in public, 
but behind the scenes, they did everything they could to undermine 
us. 

They even tried to manufacture a story that — if you want to be- 
lieve this — that I tried to bribe Amjad Radwan with $1 million if 
she would come to the United States. First of all, I don’t know 
where I would get that $1 million. But it is really ridiculous. That 
is just inexcusable. I was a guest in their country and I reached 
out to them along with our CODEL to try to work with them. And 
I get falsely accused of offering a $1 million bribe. That doesn’t 
speak well of the Saudi rulers. 

They also said that they went to the Saudi Foreign Ministry and 
said if they would offer them more money, she would stay. I will 
tell you, you don’t say that to the Saudi rulers. You end up in the 
slammer, or getting whipped violently. So the whole story is ridicu- 
lous. 

I want to play a short tape that I think demonstrates how hard 
it is to get straight answers about Amjad Radwan. This is from 60 
Minutes last Sunday, and the Saudi’s main spokesman, Adel Al- 
Jubeir, is being interviewed. I want you to watch what happens. 
He is asked a question about this. 

[Tape played.] 

Mr. Burton. I just want you to pay attention to that. He said, 
we did something about it as soon as we found out about it. Imme- 
diately. 

Well, I don’t know what they think about time passing, but 1988 
is not 2002. It is 14 years later, 14 years. She is 19. It is incred- 
ulous that they would lie like that. 

In addition to that, I have been watching television the last cou- 
ple of weeks and they have had their mouthpieces on television all 
over this country, many of them American officials, American am- 
bassadors that worked for us in Saudi Arabia that are now on the 
payroll of the Saudis. I want to read you something that Prince 
Bandar said, “the colorful Saudi Ambassador to the United States, 
makes no bones about how it works; that is, hiring Americans to 
speak for them and paying them very well.” 

The Washington Post quoted Bandar as observing, “If the reputa- 
tion builds that the Saudis take care of friends that they leave of- 
fice, you would be surprised how much better friends you have who 
are just coming into office.” 

What he is saying very clearly is that we know how to let these 
people who work for our embassies and who become our Ambas- 
sadors, we let them know when they come over there, if they are 
our buddies, when they leave they can get good fees, $100,000, 
$200,000, $1 million a year, to be our spokesmen. 
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It is a pretty good deal. You go over there and work in the Saudi 
Embassy, and if you are a good boy or woman and you speak the 
line of the Saudi Government on all these issues, when you leave 
they will hire you and pay you a pretty good fee. If you don’t be- 
lieve it, just look at what has been on the television networks over 
the past few weeks. It is unfortunate. 

What you saw just a minute ago on the 60 Minutes piece might 
have been surprising to 60 Minutes, but that is the kind of thing 
that has been coming from the Saudis the whole time we were 
looking into this. 

Yesterday there was an article in the New York Times. Now, I 
wasn’t a big close friend of the Clinton administration, as many 
people might know. We had a lot of investigations going on; Ms. 
Watson knows that and a lot of my Democrat friends like Mr. Wax- 
man knows. But I want to quote two of President Clinton’s top 
antiterrorism aides who just wrote a book, and I agree with what 
they said. 

They said that Prince Bandar, the Saudi Ambassador to the 
United States, repeatedly lied to the Director of the FBI about the 
Khobar Tower bombing that killed 19 American servicemen when 
they were attacked by terrorists. That was their Ambassador to the 
United States. He lied about that to the FBI, according to Clinton 
administration terrorist officials. 

What is to create any doubt about him and the Saudis lying 
about these poor women who have had their kids kidnapped and 
held by them in Saudi Arabia for 10, 15, 20 years, and to say they 
didn’t know anything about it? 

Now with these kidnapping cases, we have been given misin- 
formation again. Saudi Arabia is supposed to our ally, and they are 
running commercials in Washington and running them in my dis- 
trict, saying they are one of our best friends and we can always 
count on them. And if you believe that, I have got a couple of bot- 
tles of salt you can eat. 

Now, let’s turn to today’s hearing. 

It is to their benefit that we have a base there, because they are 
in peril, just like a lot of other people over there. The Saudi family 
is in peril with some of the radicals in the Middle East, and they 
need us a lot more than we need them. We used to get about 50 
to 60 percent of our oil from Saudi Arabia. Now we get 15 percent. 
They used to have a huge balance of payments surplus. Now they 
have a balance of payments deficit. So for us to kowtow to the 
Saudis, our State Department or anything else, is a terrible mis- 
take, and I think Colin Powell understands that and he is doing 
the right thing. He helped us get one person out, and I know he 
will help us with others. And our Ambassador over there said very 
clearly that no American citizen is going to be denied sanctuary in 
an embassy or consulate in Saudi Arabia, and that is a giant step 
in the right direction, and I believe that is going to be our policy 
elsewhere. 

But we must keep the Saudis under close scrutiny. We must not 
allow them to get away with this sort of thing. We must not allow 
them to violate U.S. law. If there is a court order giving custody 
to the mother, and they kidnap the child to leave this country and 
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take them over there, never to be seen by their parent again, then 
we need to keep the heat on them. 

There’s some legislative measures we are going to be talking 
about. I am going to have Democrat as well as Republican support- 
ers on that, I believe Ms. Watson and I have talked about this and 
others, and that legislation, which I have also talked to Secretary 
Powell about, I think, will be very helpful in keeping the pressure 
on and stopping these sorts of things from happening in the future. 

We are not requesting to stop on this. This isn’t the last hearing 
or last thing that is going to be heard about it. I hope if our Saudi 
friends are paying attention, I want them to know, pardon my 
English, this ain’t going to stop. You are either going to start ob- 
serving U.S. law and treating Americans as they should be treated, 
or you are going to suffer the consequences in the public arena. 

On September 12 , Prince Bandar wrote a letter to the editor of 
the Wall Street Journal. In the very first paragraph, this is what 
he says: “some have charged that Saudi Arabia is holding Ameri- 
cans against their will. This is absolutely not true.” 

Today we are going to hear from several families. At the end of 
the day, everyone can make up their own minds about that state- 
ment he made. 

Today we are going to hear from six families. I would love to 
spend a lot of time talking about each one of these cases, but they 
will tell their stories much better than I can. I do want to mention 
just a few points. 

On our first panel, we are going to hear from Sam Seramur. Sam 
has her daughter Maha here today. They were separated for 8 
years. Sam was reunited with her daughter not because she re- 
ceived any help from the Saudi Government. They were reunited 
because she staged what I can only describe as a heroic rescue 
while her ex-husband had the children on vacation in Malaysia, in 
Kuala Lumpur. 

I want to play a short tape once again from 60 Minutes so every- 
one can see what it is like. I wish everyone in America could see 
this, so everyone can see what it is like for a mother and daughter 
to be reunited after the daughter being held in captivity in Saudi 
Arabia for 8 years. Would you play the tape, please. 

[Tape played.] 

Mr. Burton. You know, when we were in Saudi Arabia, I talked 
to a number of women who were absolutely terrified — and my col- 
leagues on the CODEL, the women were absolutely terrified they 
would be found to even talk to you as Congressmen. They told us 
horror stories that I can’t repeat in some cases because I am afraid 
that their husbands might find out and do them bodily harm. 

In this case that you just saw there, and that reunification, is 
something that should take place in I believe hundreds of families 
where the children are being held captive against their will in 
Saudi Arabia. Can you imagine the emotion that mothers are feel- 
ing? We are going to talk to some of them today whose children are 
over there and they haven’t talked to them for years or even seen 
a picture or know what their health is. And they have legal custody 
here in the United States, and the kids were kidnapped? It is just 
unbelievable. 
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Let’s get back to this case. Unfortunately, Sam still has two chil- 
dren she hasn’t been able to get out. I want to ask a number of 
questions of her daughter Maha today, and want to find out what 
it is like for young women like Maha and Amjad when they are 
held in Saudi Arabia for years. I want it to be pointed out that 
there is coercion. In many, or all cases probably, they are not able 
to speak their minds. Is there physical abuse? All these issues are 
going to be discussed. 

Finally I want to say a few words about Joanna Stephenson 
Tonetti from our home State of Indiana. I don’t think Brian Kerns 
is here, but this is a case where she was awarded custody of her 
children in Indiana. A judge allowed their father to have unsuper- 
vised visits with the children. She was very concerned that he 
might take the kids to Saudi Arabia, so the father was ordered to 
stay in the United States and not to take the children out of the 
United States. 

The judge in the case even contacted the Saudi Embassy to make 
sure that they knew that the Saudi father did not have custody of 
the children and that he was not allowed to leave the country or 
get passports for them. 

So the father said OK, and everything was fine. He took the chil- 
dren immediately when he got them to the Saudi Embassy, got 
them passports, kidnapped them, took them to Saudi Arabia, and 
the mother hasn’t seen them since. She hasn’t even heard from 
them or about them for 2 years, until Brian Kerns, one of the col- 
leagues on the CODEL with us, went to see the children and was 
able to take get them on the phone with their mother and take a 
few pictures. She was very happy to see the kids for the first time 
in 2 years. 

The Saudi Government was complicitous in the kidnapping. I 
want you to hear that. You heard that the Saudis denied all this. 
They were involved in the kidnapping. They granted passports to 
these two kids after a U.S. judge called them or contacted them 
and told them the children were not to leave the country. So when 
they say that they are going to be helpful and they are not doing 
anything to impede bringing families back together or bringing kid- 
napped children home, it is just a bunch of bull, because here is 
a case very clearly where they were involved in the kidnapping. 

Joanna, as I said, wasn’t allowed to talk to her children for 2 
years. Congressman Kerns was allowed to arrange for that when 
we were over there. Her daughter Rose is now 12, and I want to 
show you a little school project she did back in Indiana when she 
was 10, 2 years ago, before she was kidnapped. It is hard to read, 
so I will tell you what it says on each page. 

It is entitled, “Proud to be an American” by Rose Al-Arifi. 

you get to play in the snow. 

You get to dance and do gymnastics. 

You get to take ballet classes. 

You get to have a cat. 

The women can drive in America. 

Now, Rose knew what life was like in Saudi Arabia and she 
didn’t want to go. For 2 years she and her brother and sister have 
been held against their will in Saudi Arabia. They have not even 
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been allowed to talk to their mother. There is an arrest warrant 
out for her father for kidnapping. 

Ms. Tonetti, we appreciate your being here today. She was con- 
tacted by our State Department and there was maybe some 
miscommunication there, so I don’t want to say the State Depart- 
ment said the wrong thing, but the impression was that she might 
have a better chance of seeing the children if she didn’t do any- 
thing publicly about this. So I want to tell her how brave she is 
to be here today. I am hoping that wasn’t the message that was 
communicated by the State Department, and I don’t believe it was. 
I think it was just a miscommunication. 

But the one thing is this: We as Americans must not be intimi- 
dated by the Saudi Government, and people who have had their 
kids kidnapped or being held against their will in Saudi Arabia 
must not be intimidated by the Saudi Government. We need to 
keep putting pressure on them until they bring about some 
changes that will bring these families back together and bring 
these children back to America, who are American citizens. I am 
sorry we haven’t been able to do much more to help you at this 
point, but we are going to keep trying. 

This is my final point, and I want to apologize to my colleagues 
for talking so long today, so please forgive me for this. I see one 
of my colleagues on the CODED is here and I know he wants to 
make a point too. The Saudis are engaged in a full-court press 
right now. They are spending millions on television ads telling us 
what great allies they are. We could save them a lot of money. If 
they want to get good publicity, all they have to do is do the right 
thing, help us resolve these cases, bring these kids home who were 
kidnapped by their fathers. There are arrest warrants issued for 
some of those guys. If they return the children to the United 
States, they will get good publicity, the kind they want, and they 
won’t have to pay a penny for it. 

They are also spending millions of dollars on high-priced lobby- 
ists. I mentioned that before. Some of those are former Ambas- 
sadors, our Ambassadors to Riyadh. They have gone to work for the 
Saudis and they make a lot of money. 

I have read to you what Prince Bandar said. I think that is just 
terrible. 

I want to thank all of our witnesses today. We will get to them 
in just a minute. First I want to yield to my colleagues. Since I 
have a colleague here who was on the CODED with us who saw 
firsthand the problems, let me yield to my colleague from Vermont. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Dan Burton follows:] 
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Is the Saudi Government Responsible?” 
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Good Morning. 

Today, we are meeting once again to talk about Saudi Arabia and child abduction 
cases. The last time we held a hearing on this issue, it was June. A lot’s happened since 
then. I wish I could report that a lot of good things have happened. Unfortunately, I 
can’t. 

When I first got involved in this issue, all I wanted to do was try to help American 
mothers be reunited with their kidnapped children. I was really hoping that the Saudis 
would work with us to try to fix these problems. Unfortunately, that didn’t happen. And 
the more time we spent looking at this issue, the worse it got. 

On the positive side, the President and the Secretary of State have started to step 
up to the plate. One of my biggest concerns has been that, over the years, the State 
Department hasn’t done enough to help these families. Hopefully, that’s starting to 
change: 

I. President Bush met with Prince Bandar and asked him to help resolve these cases. 

II. I met with Secretary Powell, and he promised to raise the profile of this issue with 
the Saudis. 

III. When we traveled to Saudi Arabia, Ambassador Jordan pledged to us that no 
American who needs help will ever again be turned away from the U.S. Embassy. 

These are all good signs. I hope that, by working together, we can continue to 
keep the pressure on. We owe it to these families to keep this issue on the front burner 
and not let it drift off into obscurity again. 

On the negative side, the Saudis have really dug in their feet. They’re not 
budging one inch. I led a delegation of Congressmen to Saudi Arabia in August. I was 
hoping that the Saudis would deal with us in good faith and help us solve these cases. 
Instead, we got disinformation and PR stimts. 

I’ll never forget sitting in a Starbucks restaurant in Riyadh with Amjad Radwan. 
She’s an American citizen. She’s been trying to get out of Saudi Arabia her whole life. 
She’s 19 now. President Bush specifically talked to Prince Bandar about Amjad’s case. 
My understanding was that Prince Bandar told the President they would help resolve it. 
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But in the weeks before we arrived, she was suddenly married off to a 42-year-old 
man. She was taken from her home in the middle of the night. She was made to undergo 
painful surgery to reduce her weight. It’s true that they gave her an exit visa and a 
passport. It’s also true that they put an unbelievable amount of pressure on her to stay. 

There were tears in her eyes when we met Her hands were trembling. She said 
over and over again, “I want to go to America. I want to be free.” Then she would look 
over at her new husband and say, “but not now.” 

And what about Pat Roush’s two daughters? We told the Saudis that our 
delegation was going to make an official request when we got to Saudi Arabia: let the 
girls come to America to meet with their mother. The Saudi government couldn’t even 
wait for the official request to be made. 

Instead, on the day we arrived, they sent those two young women to London. 
They were siurounded by Saudi men and high-priced handlers. It’s impossible to tell if 
they were speaking their own minds. They were very possibly under a great deal of 
pressure. 

We had a young woman testify in Jime named Dria Davis. She was kidnapped by 
her father and kept in Saudi Arabia. At one point, she was interviewed by one of our 
embassy officials. She told them that she was happy in Saudi .Arabia and didn’t want to 
leave. 


Later, Dria Davis escaped, and she had a very different story to tell. She told us 
that she had to say those things when she was interviewed because she was afraid her 
father would beat her, or even kill her. She desperately wanted to leave, but she couldn’t 
speak freely. 

By die same token, we can’t tell if Pat Roush’s daughters were speaking freely. 
Pat Roush never got a chance to talk to her daughters and ask them if they want to come 
to America, and I think that’s a real shame. 

Maybe the Saudis think we’re stupid. Maybe drey think we don’t recognise 
coercion when we see it. This much is very clear to me. The Saudis wanted to say and 
do all the right things in public. But behind the scenes, they did everything they could to 
undermine us. 

They even tried to manufacture a story that I tried to bribe Amjad Radwan with 
one million dollars if she would come to the United States, ’fhat’s just inexcusable. I 
was a guest in their country. I reached out to them to try to work with them. And I get 
falsely accused of offering a million-dollar bribe. That doesn’t speak well of the Saudi 
ralers. 
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I want to play a short tape that I think demonstrates how hard it is to get straight 
answers about Amj ad Radwan. This is from Sixty Minutes last Sunday. The Saudis’ 
main spokesman,, Adel Al-Jubeir, is being interviewed. Watch what happens. 

That may have been surprising to Sixty Minutes, but that’s the kind of thing that’s 
been coming from the Saudis the whole time we’ve been looking into this. 

Yesterday, there was an article in the New York Times. Two of President 
Clinton’s top anti-terrorism aides just wrote a book. They said that Prince Bandar, the 
Saudi Ambassador to the United States, repeatedly lied to the Director of the FBI about 
the Khobar Tower bombing. 1 9 American servicemen died in that terrorist attack. 
According to these former Presidential advisors, the Saudi Ambassador misled us. Now, 
with these kidnapping cases, we’re being given misinformation again. Saudi Arabia is 
supposed to be our ally. Uiis just isn’t acceptable. 

Now, let’s turn to today’s hearing. 

On September 12, Prince Bandar wrote a letter to the editor to the Wall Street 
Journal. In the very first paragraph, he says: 

"Some have charged that Saudi Arabia is holding Americans against their 

will. This is absolutely not true. ” 

Well, we’re going to hear from several families today. At the end of the day, 
everyone can make up their own minds about that statement. 

Today we’re going to hear from six families. I’d love to spend a lot of time 
talking about each one of these cases, but they’ll tell their stories much better than I can. 

I do want to mention just a few points. 

On our first panel, we’re going to hear from Sam Seramur. Sam has her daughter 
Maha here today. They were separated for eight years. Sam was reimited with her 
daughter not because she received any help from the Saudi government. They were 
reunited because she staged what I can only describe as a heroic rescue while her ex- 
husband had the children on vacation in Malaysia. I want to play a short tape from Sixty 
Minutes so everyone can see what it’s like for a mother and daughter to be reunited after 
eight years. 

Unfortunately, Sam still has tw'o children she hasn’t been able to get out. I want 
to ask a number of questions of Maha today. I want to find out what it’s like for young 
women like Maha and Amjad when they’re held in Saudi Arabia for years. Is there 
coercion? Are they free to speak their minds? Is their abuse? Those are all issues we’re 
going to discuss. 
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Finally, I want to say a few words about Joanna Stephenson Tonetti, from my 
home state of Indiana. This was a case where she was awarded custody of her children. 

A judge allowed their father to have an unsupervised visit with them. The father had to 
stay in the United States, The judge even contacted the Saudi Embassy to make sure they 
knew that the Saudi father did not have custody of the children and wasn’t allow'ed to get 
passports for them. But the father took those three children to the Saudi Embassy, got 
them passports, and kidnapped them to Saudi Arabia. Tlie Saudi government was 
complicitous in the kidnapping. Joanna wasn’t allowed to talk to her children for two 
years. 'Vi'hen we were in Saudi Arabia in August, Congressman Kems was able to 
arrange for Joanna to talk to her own children on theiphone for the first time in two years. 

Her daughter Rose is now 12. I want to show you a little school project she did 
back in Indiana when she was ten. It’s hard to read so I’ll just tell you what it says on 
each page. 


Proud to be an American By Rose AI-Arifi 
You get to play in the snow. 

You get to dance and do gymnastics. 

You get to take ballet classes. 

You get to have a cat. 

The women can drive in America. 

Rose knew what life was like in Saudi Arabia, and she didn’t want to go. For two 
years she and her brother and sister have been held against their will in Saudi Arabia. 
They’re not even allowed to talk to their mother. There’s an airest warrant for their 
fatiier for kidnapping. Mrs. Tonetti, thank you for being here. I’m sorry we haven’t been 
able to do more to help you up to this point, but we’re going to keep trying. 

I want to make one final point. The Saudis are engaged in a full court press right 
now. They’re spending millions and millions of dollars for TV ads to tell us what great 
allies they are. I could save them a lot of money. If they want to get good publicity, they 
should do the right thing. Help us resolve these cases. These children were kidnapped by 
their fathers. There are arrest warrants issued for some of them. If tliey return these 
children to the United States, they’ll get all the good publicity they want, and they won’t 
have to pay a penny for it. 


They’re also spending millions of dollars on high-priced lobbyists. It’s been 
reported in the press that some of our former ambassadors to Riyadh have gone on to 
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work for the Saudis and make a lot of money. Listen to this quote from Prince Bandar in 
the Washington Post: 

"If the reputation ... builds that the Saudis take care of friends when they 
leave office, you ’d be surprised how much better friends you have who are 
just coming into office. ” 

I think that’s just terrible. That’s something we’re going to spend more time 
talking about tomorrow. 

Thanks to all of our witnesses for being here today. We’re looking forward to 
hearing each of your stories. I know they’re heart-wrenching and difficult to tell. 

I yield to Mr. Waxman for his opening statement. 
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Mr. Sanders. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you very 
much, guests, for being with us today. 

As the chairman indicated, I was on the trip with him to Saudi 
Arabia and I shared the concerns that he has raised and I applaud 
him for his leadership on this effort. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there are two fundamental 
issues as Americans that we should be raising in this process. That 
is that, first, currently as you know, U.S. citizens are required to 
relinquish their passports upon arrival in Saudi Arabia. Second, 
they must apply for exit visas from the Saudi Arabia Government 
when they want to return home to the United States. 

Both of these practices contribute to the difficulties that Amer- 
ican women who are married to and have children with Saudi men 
are experiencing today, and they have wider implications. 

We are here today to discuss the Saudi Government’s role in 
keeping U.S. citizens separated from their children, and I would 
like to broaden that discussion to determine what the United 
States can and should do to prevent this problem from occurring 
in the future. Officials in Saudi Arabia tell us that they want to 
be our allies, that they are our allies, and, if so, their policies which 
affect American citizens should reflect what allies do. Today, to 
that end, I make the following suggestions: 

Our government should officially request that the Saudi Ara- 
bians end the policies that restrict freedom of movement for our 
citizens. Specifically, U.S. citizens should not be required to surren- 
der their passports when they travel to Saudi Arabia and they 
should not need exit visas or the approval of the Saudi Government 
to return home to the United States. 

These are two particular policies that play a role in the children 
custody and abduction cases that we are discussing today. 

I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank our guests and 
our friends. We appreciate what you have gone through and your 
courage in the process. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you very much, Mr. Sanders. Mr. Sanders, 
I think, very clearly points out this is a bipartisan effort. I think 
we will have very strong support on both sides of the aisle as well 
as our independents, and Ms. Watson, who is a Democrat. I think 
we will be able to get some positive things done. 

Also on the trip was Mr. Ben Gilman, former chairman of the 
International Relations Committee. Mr. Gilman. 

Mr. Gilman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I know we want to get 
on to our witnesses today, but I want to commend you, Mr. Chair- 
man, for your tireless heroic efforts on this issue. Had you not 
raised this initially, I think it would have just lain dormant. 

Mr. Chairman, I know you speak from the heart on this matter, 
because we heard you speak about your own experiences. You also 
made known your commitment by — we recognized your commit- 
ment by watching you in action in Saudi Arabia when we met with 
the Foreign Minister and with other officials. 

I want to let everyone know in this room that the Americans in 
trouble abroad will always have a strong advocate in our chairman, 
Mr. Burton. We had a great awakening to the problem when we 
went to Saudi Arabia and spoke firsthand with some of the families 
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there. The Saudi Government’s Foreign Minister has made a start 
in his statements to our committee in appointing a commission to 
look into this. 

Well, that is a first step. The American Embassy in Riyadh has 
certainly been energized by Ambassador Robert Jordan. We know 
that under Ambassador Jordan’s watch, and we hope under the 
watch of all future Ambassadors, no American children will ever be 
turned away from our embassy in Saudi Arabia in their hour of 
need, as did occur in the past. 

The key, it seems to me, is to find a way to work with the Saudi 
Government to minimize the number, hopefully down to total zero, 
of these incidents of retained or abducted children or situations 
where women cannot leave the country because they fear they will 
never again see their children. 

We look forward to hearing our witnesses today, and we thank 
you, Mr. Chairman, again, for conducting this hearing and for look- 
ing into this abominable situation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you. Chairman Gilman. 

Ms. Watson. 

Ms. Watson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

This issue that the Chair has discussed and outlined so well is 
an issue that some people even here in our country and in the 
Saudi Government would like to dismiss as being peripheral: the 
holding of American citizens in Saudi Arabia against their will. In- 
deed, as we prepare for war in the Gulf, the plight of these few 
Americans might seem to pale in contrast to the dangers of war. 
But this issue cannot be brushed aside so easily. 

Saudi Arabia and the United States have been allies for half a 
century. We have remained allies, despite the fact that our coun- 
tries have very different cultures and political traditions. In Saudi, 
women are denied rights that they are both born with and rights 
that they are guaranteed by the universal declaration of human 
rights. 

During the hearing I am sure we will hear that many of the 
American women trapped in Saudi Arabia are there by choice, but 
the reality is that in Saudi Arabia, for women, choice simply does 
not exist and neither does it exist for their children. 

Our Nations, the United States and Saudi Arabia, are bound by 
shared strategic imperatives. I do not question the value of that re- 
lationship. But what concerns me and the rest of us are the moral 
imperatives that are pressing on this relationship. 

We are not here to lecture to Saudi Arabia, but we are here to 
send a clear and unmistakable message to the Saudi Government: 
No matter who is in charge in Washington, DC, the American peo- 
ple cannot long tolerate a relationship that militates against the 
principles on which our Nation is founded. 

If the Saudi Government does not solve its problems with provid- 
ing basic human rights to many in its population, our strategic re- 
lationship will be severely strained. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I look forward to hearing the testimony. I 
can’t stay long. Like the rest of us, I am conflicted. But I certainly 
will be hear here to hear from these courageous people. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Diane E. Watson follows:] 
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Thank you Mr. Chairman. We ar e -hcr e today to 
discuss an issue which many people within the U.S. 
and Saudi governments would like to dismiss as being 
peripheral — the holding of American citizens in 
Saudi Arabia against their will. Indeed, as we prepare 
for war in the gulf, the plight of these few Americans 
might seem to pale in contrast to the dangers of war. 
But this issue cannot be brushed aside so easily. 


Saudi Arabia and the United States have been 
allies for half a century. We have remained allies 
despite the fact that our countries have very different 
cultures and political traditions. In Saudi Arabia, 
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women are denied rights that they are born with, 
rights they are guaranteed by the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights. During hearing I am 
sure we will hear that many of the American women 
trapped in Saudi Arabia are there “by choice.” But 
the reality is that in Saudi Arabia, for women, 

“choice” simply does not exist. 



Our nations, the U.S. and Saudi Arabia, are 
bound by shared strategic imperatives. I don’t 
question the value of that relationship. But what 
concerns me are the moral imperatives that are 


pressing on this relationship. 
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We are not here to lecture Saudi Arabia. But we 
are here to send a clear, unmistakable message to 
Saudi Government — no matter who is in charge in 
Washington D.C., the American people can not long 
tolerate a relationship that militates against the 
principles on which our nation is founded. If the 
Saudi government does not solve its problem with 
providing basic human rights to ha 
our strategic relationship will be in 


If its population, 
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Mr. Burton. Judge Duncan, I think you came next. 

Mr. Duncan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you for calling 
this hearing today and for your continued interest in this issue. I 
think it says a lot, Mr. Chairman, about your commitment to our 
country and our fellow citizens that you led a delegation of Mem- 
bers to Saudi Arabia to take a firsthand look at some of these cases 
that we heard about at our hearing in June. I happen also to have 
seen the 60 Minutes show, and I listened very closely to the state- 
ments you made on Sunday night on that show. 

It is unbelievable to me that the Saudi Government keeps deny- 
ing the fact that there are Americans who are trapped there in 
Saudi Arabia against their will. This committee heard from wit- 
nesses in the June hearing who have suffered tremendous heart- 
ache, abuse, and pain because the Saudi Government will not co- 
operate by letting their family members come home to the United 
States. 

I think what we are hearing is that these stories of those wit- 
nesses is just the tip of the iceberg. As you just mentioned a few 
moments ago, there could possibly be hundreds more cases just like 
the ones that we have heard about. 

If the Saudis really want to be our friends, their actions should 
match their words. Right now, Mr. Chairman, they do not, as you 
and some of my colleagues recently experienced firsthand. 

In a Washington Times column entitled, “Arabian Nightmare,” 
Joel Mowbray said the Saudi Government ought to free the 15 
Americans held hostage, 1 for each of the 15 terrorists they sent 
us. Of course, as you mentioned, there are far more than 15 being 
held there. 

I think this statement reflects what many Americans are feeling, 
and that is that our relationship with Saudi Arabia is becoming 
very, very troublesome to say the least. The witnesses that are 
here today are prime examples of these problems that continue to 
plague us. 

I hope that these hearings will continue to bring light to these 
tragic situations and that they will result in effective actions by our 
State Department and the Saudi Government to let our people 
come home. 

I want to thank you again, Mr. Chairman, for holding this hear- 
ing and thank the witnesses for being here today. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you. Judge Duncan, very much. 

Mr. Cummings. 

Mr. Cummings. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, we meet again today to bring attention and focus 
to the problem of kidnapped American children living in Saudi Ara- 
bia. The committee has reviewed several cases involving U.S. citi- 
zens held against their will in Saudi Arabia. These children, be- 
cause of Saudi law, are not free to leave Saudi Arabia, despite hav- 
ing American citizenship and a custody order from an American 
court giving the American parent custody. 

The question of who retains custody of the children when a cou- 
ple divorces is a serious issue. In the United States, custody cases 
are usually decided on the basis of the best interests of the child. 
However, Saudi law dictates that the father has legal responsibility 
and custody of his children. 
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Most custody cases in Saudi Arabia are handled by the Islamic 
courts. According to the State Department, when these courts de- 
cide custody cases, their primary concern is that the child is raised 
as a Muslim. Saudi courts generally do not award custody of chil- 
dren to women, especially nonSaudi women. Because Saudi Arabia 
is not a signatory to the Hague Convention, there are no legal 
standards governing the return of kidnapped children. Custody or- 
ders of foreign courts are generally not acknowledged nor enforce- 
able in Saudi Arabia. 

It has been argued that cases such as the ones before us are 
merely child custody issues. While that is true, these cases should 
also be considered as parental kidnapping or child abduction cases. 
I believe that shining the spotlight on parental abductions of Amer- 
ican children to Saudi Arabia by this committee will bring this 
issue to the forefront and persuade the State Department to re- 
evaluate its policies. 

Many of our U.S. citizens, like the witnesses before our commit- 
tee today, have tried unsuccessfully to have their children returned 
from Saudi Arabia. I look forward to hearing from the witnesses 
who will present their stories about their hardships in trying to se- 
cure the return of their children out of Saudi Arabia. I am also in- 
terested in hearing from the State Department officials. 

Again, I thank you, Mr. Chairman, for holding the hearings, and 
I yield back. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Cummings. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Elijah E. Cummings follows:] 



409 


Statement of Congressman Elijah E. Cummings 
Government Reform Committee 
“Americans Kidnapped in Saudi Arabia; Is the Saudi Government 
Responsible?” 

October 2-3, 2002 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

We meet again today to bring attention and focus to the problem of 
kidnapped American children living in Saudi Arabia. The Committee has 
reviewed several cases involving U.S. citizens held against their will in Saudi 
Arabia. These children, because of Saudi law, are not free to leave Saudi 
Arabia despite having American citizenship and a custody order from an 
American court giving their American parent custody. 

The question of who retains custody of the children when a couple 
divorces is a serious issue. In the United States, custody cases are usually 
decided on the basis of the best interest of the child. However, Saudi law 
dictates that the father has legal responsibility and custody of his children. 

Most custody cases in Saudi Arabia are handled by the Islamic “Shari’a” 
courts. According to the State Department, when these courts decide custody 
cases, their primary concern is that the child is raised as a Muslim. Saudi courts 
generally do not award custody of children to women, especially non-Saudi 
women. 
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Because Saudi Arabia is not a signatory to the Hague Convention, there 
are no legal standards governing the return of kidnapped children. Custody 
orders of foreign courts are generally not acknowledged nor enforceable in 
Saudi Arabia. 

It has been argued that cases such as the ones before us are merely child 
custody issues. While that is true, these cases should also be considered as 
parental kidnapping or child abduction cases. 

1 believe that shining the spotlight on parental abductions of American 
children to Saudi Arabia by this committee will bring this issue to the forefront 
and persuade the State Department to reevaluate its policies. 

Many of our U.S. citizens, like the witnesses before our committee today, 
have tried unsuccessfully to have their children returned from Saudi Arabia. 1 
look forward to hearing from the witnesses who will present their stories about 
their hardships in trying to secure the return of their children out of Saudi 
Arabia. I am also interested in hearing from the State Department officials. 

Thank you for joining us at this important hearing. 


Page 2 of 2 
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Mr. Burton. I think Mr. Shays was next. 

Mr. Shays. Mr. Chairman, thank you, No. 1, for holding this 
hearing. Thank you for going to Saudi Arabia to speak out for chil- 
dren that have basically been kidnapped. Thank you for your cour- 
age. I thank this committee for its courage to take on this issue. 
There have been a lot who have tried to discourage our confronting 
Saudi Arabia on a number of issues, and this is clearly one of 
them. 

I thank our witnesses for their courage. And just to say that no 
one can know who will be in charge next year of this committee 
in terms of Republicans or Democrats, but I think our witnesses 
should feel fairly comfortable that this is a bipartisan effort and 
one which you started, Mr. Chairman, but one that will be carried 
out no matter which party is in power. This is just too important 
an issue. 

I myself want to express my outrage that any American citizen, 
any American citizen, can walk into a U.S. Embassy and be thrown 
out and not allowed to stay in the protective custody of our em- 
bassy when their lives are threatened and when they have been 
held captive. I hope and pray we never see that happen again. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Shays. 

Dr. Weldon. 

Mr. Weldon. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I will be brief, just to 
commend you for the work you are doing in this area. 

I find it extremely troubling that Saudi Arabia is repeatedly de- 
scribed as being our ally, but yet their government pursues an 
agenda that I find extremely objectionable. 

I know that some of these divorce cases are extremely com- 
plicated, but what I find extremely disturbing is in some of these 
cases, I think particularly one that I have read here, Michael 
Rives, the children are U.S. citizens, both under U.S. law and 
Saudi law, but yet the Saudi Government is refusing to cooperate 
with returning these children to their father. 

I am also very disappointed that our own State Department is 
not taking more aggressive action. I again commend you for the 
work you have done in this arena. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you. Dr. Weldon. 

Mr. Ose do you have a comment? 

Mr. OSE. No, thank you. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you very much. I appreciate your being here. 
There will probably be other Members coming and going. We are 
at the end of our session and there is a lot going on around here 
today, so I want to apologize for more Members not being here. I 
do appreciate the ones who are here. 

We will now hear from our witnesses. Our first panel consists of 
Samiah Seramur, Maha Al-Rehaili — you have to forgive me — Debra 
Docekal, and Ramie Basrawi. I am sorry about that. As we go 
through the committee hearing, I will get that down better. 

Would you please stand so you can be sworn in. 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

Mr. Burton. Let me start with Ms. Seramur. Can you pull the 
mic close to you and be sure you turn on? We ask our witnesses 
to try to keep their statements to 5 minutes, but we will allow you 
a little more time if you need it. 



412 


STATEMENTS OF SAMIAH SERAMUR, ACCOMPANIED BY HER 

DAUGHTER, MAHA AL-REHAILI; AND DEBRA DOCEKAL, AC- 
COMPANIED BY HER SON, RAMIE BASRAWI 

Ms. Seramur. Mine is short. 

Mr. Chairman, Members of Congress, last month I was graced by 
God to become one of the privileged few to ever see her American 
child again, after being held against her will in Saudi Arabia for 
over 8 years. No words can express how it feels to be able to touch 
my daughter again, watch her sleep, kiss her goodnight, or see her 
walking down the street with her head held high. 

We thank the Committee on Government Reform for all its con- 
certed efforts to assist American citizens overseas and especially 
for its efforts to make it possible to bring my American daughter, 
Maha, home. We also want to thank Colonel Norville DeAtkine, 
Ambassador Hume Horan, Admiral James Lyons, Secretary of 
State Powell, and President Bush for the initiatives taken toward 
resolving the issues pertaining to American citizens in Saudi Ara- 
bia. 

Last but not least, my daughter Maha and I extend our greatest 
gratitude to all the Saudi Arabian citizens who risked their lives 
to assist us throughout all of these years in bringing her home. 

We have been asked here today to testify. The core of my testi- 
mony is the protection of American citizens overseas, irrespective 
of political influence, age, or gender. I realize that today’s hearing 
specifically addresses Saudi Arabia, and I am here to tell you the 
truth about my case, my daughter’s heroic escape for freedom and 
our two heroes left behind. 

For over 8 years I have been refused all but limited tape-re- 
corded telephone contact with my three children. The U.S. Depart- 
ment of State attempted to conduct welfare visits, to no avail. 
Every time I officially requested a welfare visit, and the U.S. De- 
partment of State made attempts to visit my children, I was 
warned by my Saudi ex-husband and certain Saudi officials against 
getting the U.S. Government involved. When my children informed 
me that my son was beaten, I contacted the Department of State 
immediately. They informed me that since my son was alive, it was 
in his interests that I do not ask them to contact the local authori- 
ties to get involved, since the consequences may be even more se- 
vere for my son. 

This past summer, some Saudi nationals contacted me, fearing 
for the safety of my children. I was able to establish secret contact 
with Maha June 17, using Microsoft Messenger. For over IV 2 
months my daughter and I planned her escape to freedom. On July 
3rd, I requested the children’s American passports to be expedited 
to me. I received them in America after August 18th. I notified the 
U.S. Department of State that Maha and her family were going on 
vacation to Malaysia and my children were begging me to meet 
them there, where they could return to America. 

The U.S. Department of State warned me against going to Ma- 
laysia, stating that I may be accused of kidnapping and sent to 
prison. I was informed that I would be subject to Shariah law and 
that other countries such as Morocco or Bahrain would have been 
all right, but not Malaysia. They contacted me by telephone daily, 
warning me to reconsider my plans. I refused. They told me tens 
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of times that I should get an attorney and he prepared for a very 
long drawn-out Shariah court hearing. I was told numerous times 
I should have a lot of money and be prepared to pay for lodgings 
that they would suggest to me should we be prevented from leaving 
Malaysia. 

Both the Department of State and the Malaysian Embassy offi- 
cial told me to inform my children about the fact that they could 
be returned to their abusive father and that our plans could have 
very serious consequences. I refused. 

The Department of State told me on more than one occasion 
within a couple of weeks before my departure for Malaysia that 
they wanted to go meet with the children in Saudi Arabia. I told 
them that under no circumstances should they contact the children 
or attempt to contact them in Saudi Arabia on numerous occasions. 
The Department of State then asked to contact the Malaysian Gov- 
ernment on numerous occasions and informed me if they could not 
contact the Malaysian Government before my daughter attempted 
her escape, that the escape would not be possible. I informed them 
on numerous occasions that they should under no circumstances 
contact either the Malaysian or the Saudi Governments. 

I was asked for photos of the children for their passports three 
separate times, from two embassies and the Department of State. 
Correspondence was inaccurately forwarded to the parties con- 
cerned in Malaysia, to the point when I arrived they had none of 
the photos or e-mails detailing the abuse suffered by my children. 
My e-mails were often returned, bounced off the Department of 
State servers. 

I was asked to come to the embassy in Malaysia on three occa- 
sions before my children arrived, only to be threatened again to re- 
consider my plans. 

To sum it up, my daughter’s heroic escape was one of the worst 
nightmares any mother could ever imagine, but we pulled through. 
Now it is time to look back and reflect. We beseech you to use the 
information from these hearings in a positive way to come up with 
a solution, a new system with uniform procedures, guidelines, 
progress reports, checks and balances, a supervisory interagency 
working group and accountability to protect not only American citi- 
zens in Saudi Arabia, but all over the world. 

Page one of all U.S. passports reads “The Secretary of State of 
the United States of America hereby requests all whom it may con- 
cern to permit the citizen/national of the United States named 
herein to pass without delay or hinderance and in case of need to 
give all lawful aid and protection.” 

Perhaps it is time those words had meaning. I welcome your 
questions. We are here to speak the truth. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Seramur follows:] 
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STATEMENT OF SAMIAH SERAMUR 
BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM 
OCTOBER 2, 2002 

Mr. Chairman, Members of Congress, last month, I was graced by God to become one of 
the privileged few to ever see her American child again after being held against her will 
in Saudi Arabia for over eight years. No words can express how it feels to be able to 
touch my daughter again, watch her sleep, kiss her goodnight, or see her walking down 
the street with her head held high. 

We thank the Committee on Government Reform for all of its concerted efforts to assist 
American citizens overseas and especially for its efforts to make it possible to bring my 
American daughter Maha home. We also want to thank Col. Norville DeAtkine, 
Ambassador Hume Horan, Admiral James Lyons, Secretary of State Powell, and 
President Bush for the initiatives taken toward resolving the issues pertaining to 
American citizens in Saudi Arabia. Last but not least, my daughter Maha and I extend 
our greatest gratitude to all of the Saudi citizens who risked their lives to assist us 
throughout all of these years in bringing her home. 

We have been asked here today to testify. The core of my testimony is the protection of 
American citizens overseas, irrespective of political influence, age, or gender. 1 realize 
that today’s hearings specifically address Saudi Arabia, and I am here to tell you the truth 
about my case, my daughter’s heroic escape for freedom and our two heroes left behind. 

For over eight years, I have been refused all but limited, tape-recorded telephone contact 
with my three children. The U.S. Department of State attempted to conduct “welfare 
visits” to no avail. Every time I officially requested a Welfare Visit, and the U.S. 
Department of State made attempts to visit my children, I was warned by my Saudi ex- 
husband and certain Saudi officials against getting the U.S. government involved. When 
my children informed me that my son was beaten, 1 contacted the Department of State. 
They informed me that since my son was alive, it was in his interest Aat 1 do not ask 
them to contact the local authorities to get involved since the consequences may be even 
more severe for my son. 

This past summer, some Saudi nationals contacted me fearing for the safety of my 
children. I was able to establish secret contact with Maha Jrme 17 using Microsoft 
messenger. For over one and a half months, my daughter and 1 plarmed her escape to 
freedom. On July 3, 1 requested the children’s American passports be expedited to me. 1 
received them in America after August 1 8. 1 notified the U.S. Department of State that 
Maha and her family were going on vacation to Malaysia and that my children were 
begging me to meet them there from where we could return to America. 

The U.S. Department of State warned me against going to Malaysia stating that 1 may be 
accused of kidnapping and sent to prison. 1 was informed that I would be subject to 
Shariah law and that other countries such as Morocco or Bahrain would have been 
alright, but not Malaysia. They contacted me by telephone daily warning me to 
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reconsider my plans. I refused. They told me tens of times that I should get an attorney 
and be prepared for a very long, drawn-out Shariah court hearing. I was told numerous 
times that I should have a lot of money and he prepared to pay for lodgings that they 
would suggest to me should we be prevented from leaving Malaysia. 

Both the Department of State and a Malaysian embassy official told me to inform my 
children about the fact that they could be returned to their abusive father and that our 
plans could have very serious consequences. I refused. The Department of State told me 
on more than one occasion within the couple of weeks before my departure for Malaysia 
that they wanted to go meet with the children in Saudi Arabia. I told them that, under no 
circumstances should they contact the children or attempt to contact them in Saudi Arabia 
on numerous occasions. DOS then asked to contact the Malaysian government on 
numerous occasions and informed me that if they could not contact the Malaysian 
government before my daughter attempted her escape that the escape would not be 
possible. I informed them on numerous occasions that they should, under no 
circumstances contact either the Malaysian or Saudi governments. 

I was asked for photos of the children for their passports three separate times from two 
embassies and the Department of State. Correspondence was inaccurately forwarded to 
the parties concerned in Malaysia to the point that when I arrived, they had none of the 
photos or emails detailing the abuse suffered by my children. My emails were often 
returned, bounced off the DOS server. 1 was asked to come to the Embassy in Malaysia 
on three occasions before my children arrived, only to be threatened again to reconsider 
my plans. 

To sum it up, my daughter’s heroic escape was one of the worst nightmares that any 
mother could ever imagine, but we pulled through. Now it’s time to look back and 
reflect. We beseech you to use the information from these hearings in a positive way to 
come up with a solution, a new system with uniform procedures, guidelines, progress 
reports, checks and balances, a supervisory interagency working group, and 
accountability to protect, not only American citizens in Saudi Arabia, but all over the 
world. 

Page one of all U.S. Passports reads: 

“The Secretary of State of the United States of America hereby requests 
all whom it may concern to permit the citizen/national of the United States 
named herein to pass without delay or hindrance and in case of need to 
give all lawful aid and protection.” 

Perhaps it’s time those words had meaning. 

I welcome your questions, we are here to speak the truth. 
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Mr. Burton. Well, thank you very much. It is nice to see that 
your beautiful daughter is here in the United States, safe with you. 
I can see you are both very happy about that. I think the one thing 
that you didn’t mention and I normally don’t do this, but I think 
to the people, 60 Minutes deserves a real pat on the back, too, for 
doing what they did. They pretty much guaranteed there wasn’t 
going to be any backing out on this deal. 

The admonishment that you just made to our State Department, 
we have State Department officials here today. I hope you all 
maybe get a copy, I will give you a copy of this tape so you can 
show it to the other officials, including Secretary of State Powell 
over there. There are some recommendations that were just made 
that ought to be looked at very seriously by the State Department 
to make sure this sort of thing doesn’t happen in the future. 

With that, Maha, would you like to say a few words? We would 
love to hear you comment, if you like. Would you rather wait until 
questions? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. I will wait until questions. 

Mr. Burton. OK. We have some questions as well for you. 

Mr. Burton. Ms. Docekal, excuse me for not knowing that bet- 
ter. 

Ms. Docekal. That is OK. I am just kind of writing about what 
happened. I came back to the USA in January 1988 with the inten- 
tion of staying in America with my two children. I had their fa- 
ther’s Saudi passport with me, so I thought he could not come to 
the United States, but he went to his government and told them 
my children and I were in a bad car accident and were almost to 
die, so they gave him a temporary passport, and he told me if he 
did not bring back our children to Saudi Arabia that he would go 
to prison for many years. 

He said to me he would go back for 10 days and make arrange- 
ments to come back here and live in Des Moines, Iowa, where he 
could find a job and see the children. After a lot of thought, I let 
the children go back for the 10 days. The day he got back to Saudi 
Arabia, he called me and told me I would never see the kids again. 
After many phone calls to try to convince him to return the kids, 
on the last call he told me he was going to make my life a living 
hell. And he did. 

For 141/2 years I only got information from my children’s grand- 
father, who always treated me good on the phone in the 4 years 
that I spent in Saudi Arabia. But I only got little information, how 
they are doing in school, what grade they were in. Basically little 
information was given, some due to the language barrier. I talked 
to my children about 5 years ago, and about a month and a half 
ago. 

In 14V2 years I got one letter from my son, 5 years ago, during 
the phone call when I gave him my address. He sent me some pic- 
tures and then they took my address from him, and their father 
called me and told me never to write letters to my children or call 
them, because if I did, he told me he would put a stop to it and 
make threats to me to stop all communication with my children 
and his father. If I did as he said, he would write and tell me about 
my children and send me pictures. I got one letter about my chil- 
dren and some pictures taken at the time. The rest of the letters 
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he sent were mean. And then he stopped all communications, so I 
knew nothing. 

I got a phone call from my best friend in Saudi Arabia telling 
me — this was in August — that my ex-father-in-law died that day. 
So I called over to the grandfather’s house to say sorry, and my 
daughter answered the phone. I was so happy, she talked little 
English and I talk little Arabic, so I told her I loved her and missed 
her and wanted to see her. She got my son and I talked to him for 
a long time. He knows English and he gave me his e-mail address 
and his mobile phone number. 

He started calling me and I started calling him, and then we 
started talking on the computer hours at a time, and I encouraged 
him to talk to his father and ask him to let him come to see me. 
He said he was scared to ask him now since his grandfather just 
died. I told him it was the best time to ask him, because he is 
under a lot of pressure and not thinking right. And it worked, and 
my son came to me on August 22, 2002. 

He left me as a small boy, 4% years old, and came back to me 
as a 19-year-old man. But my 15-year-old daughter Susan is still 
stuck in Saudi Arabia, 14V2 years and counting. 

Mr. Burton. These stories are all heart-rending. Would your son 
like to make a comment? 

Mr. Basrawi. No. 

Mr. Burton. Then we will go to questions. 

Ms. Seramur, you had almost no contact with your children be- 
tween 1994 and 2002; is that correct? 

Ms. Seramur. Yes, that is correct. 

Mr. Burton. Eor 8 years. Can you tell us how your children were 
treated in Saudi Arabia? 

Ms. Seramur. Well, I think Maha might be able to answer that 
a little bit better than myself 

Mr. Burton. Sure. 

Ms. Seramur. Erom what I understood, in 1997 there were some 
teachers in Saudi Arabia and they actually tried to inform me that 
my children were in trouble and they needed help, they didn’t have 
the clothes that they needed, and that my ex-husband’s new wife 
was treating my daughter very bad and didn’t come to — I mean, 
she was living without a mother in effect, and my daughters were 
crying every day in school and the teachers were very concerned 
about them. 

So they were trying to get a letter out from my daughter, which 
they did. They got a letter out, but the children are not treated 
well over there because — I mean, my son in particular, he is beat- 
en, he is tied up, he is locked up in his room. He is actually in the 
street most of the time because the family does not live like a nor- 
mal family. 

So, perhaps I can stop at that and let Maha answer. 

Mr. Burton. Maha, why don’t you tell us how you were treated 
and how your brother was treated? Maybe that would give us a 
better idea. 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. We didn’t live like a normal family. 

Mr. Burton. Can you pull the mic closer, please? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. We didn’t live like a normal family. We didn’t 
eat together. We communicated just a little bit to get around the 
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house. There was no emotions between us, no love, no affection. I 
didn’t see my father a lot. He was always in his room watching TV. 
We didn’t go out a lot together like a family. My brother was treat- 
ed badly. He didn’t have — his grades weren’t that good in school, 
so my dad used to beat him a lot. My stepmother used to report 
to him everything we did, just to make him beat my brother or 
scream at us. We weren’t allowed outside the house without per- 
mission. We would have a little bit of allowance. My dad wouldn’t 
give us a lot of money. If he did, he would ask us why and what 
we wanted to do with the money. 

I didn’t have a lot of contact with my mother at that time, just 
some phone calls that were recorded. Even with my girlfriends, all 
the phone calls are recorded and taped. My dad listens to them. I 
don’t know why. Especially for my brother, it is really hard since 
he is a boy. And my stepmother has 6 kids there, my stepsisters 
and my stepbrother. It is just not a normal life. 

Mr. Burton. Were you abused yourself? 

Ms. Rehaili. Physically, no; but emotionally, yes. 

Mr. Burton. And your brother was beaten quite a bit? 

Ms. Rehaili. Yes, he was tied up and beaten and locked up. 

Mr. Burton. Tied up and beaten? 

Ms. Rehaili. Yes, and my dad would threaten him always. 

Mr. Burton. He wants to come to America as well? 

Ms. Rehaili. Yes, he wants to. 

Mr. Burton. You just have the one brother? You just have the 
one brother? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. And you have another child? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. A sister. 

Mr. Burton. What about your sister, how is she treated. 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. She’s trying to adjust to the system over there. 
It’s really hard. Over the past 8 years we just tried to get used to 
the system. We got used to it, just to go on and move on with our 
life, but we couldn’t. We can’t live over there. 

Mr. Burton. Does she want to come to America? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. She wants to come but she is afraid that she 
won’t be accepted here. 

Mr. Burton. I am sure she will, and you will be as well. 

How about you Mr. Basrawi? How were you treated? 

Mr. Basrawi. It was a bad life. No communication with anyone. 
You have to stay at home. You have to do what they want — the fa- 
ther ways. 

Mr. Burton. Were you physically abused? 

Mr. Basrawi. Huh? 

Mr. Burton. Were you beaten at all? 

Mr. Basrawi. Yeah. Locked in the room. They think this is the 
way raising of the children. Make them good in the future by beat- 
ing and hitting and like that. 

Mr. Burton. Your sister, how is she treated? 

Mr. Basrawi. She treat bad, but no one loves me there. They 
hated me. I don’t know why. But my sister — my grandmother love 
her; but me, no one loved me or anything. They always away from 
me. They don’t understand with me. I don’t know why. 
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And when he married — my father married my stepmother, she’s 
so bad. She always makes problems with me every day about silly 
things. 

Mr. Burton. Your sister, did she want to come to America as 
well but she can’t get out? 

Mr. Basrawi. She can’t. 

Mr. Burton. Ms. Watson? 

Ms. Watson. It was mentioned about the heroic escape from 
Saudi Arabia. Can you describe, Mrs. Seramur, how you were aided 
at the U.S. Embassy? Were you aided? And were there any obsta- 
cles in the way for you? I’m a former Ambassador. I was in Micro- 
nesia and we had a couple of cases, similar; not kidnapping cases 
but people who wanted to reach America and were eligible, and we 
had to really help them every step of the way. So can you clarify 
for me what kind of help you got and what kind of help you didn’t 
get? 

Ms. Seramur. I have all the documentation here between myself 
and the Department of State and it is pretty heavy file — maybe 2 
weeks that I was on a regular basis, we were sending e-mails back 
and forth. But when I first mentioned it to them that I was going 
to get my children, I was told to reconsider my plans because it 
wasn’t Bahrain or Morocco, that Malaysia was a different kind of 
country. And they said, “we would be asking them to basically 
make an exception to two Malaysian laws. Our government can’t 
ask for any more favors.” 

So actually I was discouraged from going over there to get my 
daughter from the time I mentioned it to the end. And even when 
I went to the embassy in Malaysia, I was told that — they said that 
it’s irrelevant whether your daughter — whether your children are 
American citizens. I was told — I was screamed at and told that I 
didn’t understand the seriousness of what I was going to do. And 
I was — they asked several times to contact the Malaysian Govern- 
ment and I said no, because I was afraid. They said the Malaysian 
Government and Saudi Government are good friends and therefore 
we have to contact them before so they don’t tell the Saudi Govern- 
ment. I said well, if that’s the case, then they’re more likely to tell 
the Saudi Government. I mean, before they’re good friends. 

Ms. Watson. Let me just interrupt you a minute. I am appalled 
at the treatment and the screaming and yelling at you, because it 
is the responsibility and the authority to assist any American citi- 
zen that comes to your embassy, and I don’t care where it is. And 
so if you have that documented, I would like it to be given to the 
Chair because we need to question the State Department. As an 
ambassador, you’re there to oversee what happens to Americans in 
the host country. And if they weren’t helpful to you, I think they 
have violated their authority and we should followup on that. 

Ms. Seramur. Excuse me ma’am. The Ambassador herself was 
fantastic. She helped me through — I mean from the time I met 
with her on the third occasion I went to the embassy, she was very, 
very nice, very understanding. It was not the Ambassador who had 
harassed me. It was the consular at that time. But then the Am- 
bassador apologized for it, stating that he was new there and he 
had only been working for 1 year and this was all new to him. And 
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she said she was very sorry for what happened, and he felt sorry 
about it after. 

Ms. Watson. I hope he’s no longer there. 

Ms. Seramur. But it was really, really — they wanted to contact 
my children also in Saudi Arabia before it happened and they 
wanted to go to the house in Saudi Arabia to take pictures of my 
children, and it was just horrendous. I had told them on repeated 
times that they couldn’t approach my children in any way because 
it was a life-threatening situation for them. So they kept asking me 
are you still going to go through with this? Are you still going 
through with this, to the point that the telephone harassment be- 
came so severe that emotionally I was trying to keep my daughter 
on — the Internet at night — strong and still going, because she 
wasn’t eating, she wasn’t drinking. And at the same time I had the 
State Department all day harassing me about what I was going to 
do. 

So it got to the point where I had to tell them, please, no more 
telephone. If you want to say something, by e-mail only. 

Ms. Watson. The consuls that are located in the embassies are — 
they have the authority to give out visas etc. And sometimes they 
act independently. And I am pleased to know that the Ambassador 
herself followed protocol. And I would still like to get something in 
writing to the Chair, so there are implications and indications for 
our consuls that are located in the embassies, too. The final author- 
ity rests with the Ambassador. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Ms. Watson. What we would like to do 
is get the documentation that you have to us to make copies of it. 
We will. And then we will send a letter of inquiry to the State De- 
partment asking them about each one of these issues. To try to 
make sure that if there is a policy — I mean, if somebody who is a 
career diplomat over there said what you wanted was irrelevant, 
and you’re an American citizen, if you got their name I sure would 
like to have it, and we will find out how relevant they are and 
bring that to the attention of the State Department, because that 
shouldn’t happen, as Ms. Watson said. She knows. She was a 
former Ambassador herself 

Ms. Seramur. They kept insisting on interrogating my daughter 
or my children after I had already provided them with all of the 
evidence, which were written e-mail statements from my daugh- 
ters, etc., but they still wanted to interrogate them. 

Mr. Burton. After they got out? 

Ms. Seramur. During our escape. When we were at the embassy 
they insisted on interrogating them, and I said not unless you have 
a medical profession. And she refused to be interrogated until she 
was on a plane home. 

Mr. Burton. Let Maha speak for herself today. 

Mr. Shays. The only question I have is tell me the most helpful 
thing our embassy did to help either family. 

Ms. Seramur. They gave us a new passport. 

Mr. Shays. And what was the most difficult — what was the most 
helpful thing the embassy did for you? 

Ms. Docekal. The only helpful thing they did for me was, well, 
I called David Kass because Ramie’s father was only going to let 
him out of the country on that date, and if he didn’t get out he 
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wasn’t going to let him have another chance. And his passport, we 
didn’t know where it was and he needed it that day. 

And I called you, David — no, you called me, because I couldn’t 
find your number — and told him the situation if he doesn’t get the 
passport in his hand, and they said it was going to take 2 weeks 
and his flight was leaving before. 

Mr. Burton. This is David Kass. The good-looking guy with the 
beard. 

Ms. Docekal. He had called me the next day and Ramie got his 
passport 45 minutes before I left to New York to go pick him up, 
and he got it that day a few hours before he left Saudi Arabia to 
come to America. And I thank David Kass for it. But the State De- 
partment has done nothing. I feel like I have been alone. No help 
whatsoever. 

Mr. Shays. Your testimony is they have really done nothing to 
help you. 

Ms. Docekal. I found out my kids were coming to the States 
about 5 years ago. And they told me if you ever find out from a 
friend your kids are coming into America, let us know. We will 
trace their passport. This is when it first happened. 

Five years ago, I heard from a friend that they were coming to 
Disney World or Disneyland. I called them and said I think it’s 90 
percent true they are coming to the States. And the man in charge 
at that time of the kids overseas in Saudi Arabia, he told me that 
he would be breaking jihad’s privacy act if he traced their pass- 
ports; that he couldn’t do it. And my kids did come to Los Angeles 
for a month-and-a-half. And in all reality, I think my government 
should have done something. I have rights over my kids, too. Could 
I not have broken his privacy act? But they were minors. 

Mr. Shays. What was the most hurtful thing your government 
did? What was the most disappointing thing that your government 
didn’t do or did? 

Ms. Docekal. I just feel like my government didn’t help me in 
any way. They took these kids that are kidnapped — I call them kid- 
napped over there — and sweep them under the table and don’t 
want to do anything for us. 

Mr. Shays. Was there any one contact, one memorable moment 
that hurt you the most? 

Ms. Docekal. That one, when the guy told me he could not trace 
the passport because it was jihad’s privacy act. That really hurt me 
because I’m their mother and they are minors. 

Mr. Shays. What was the most hurtful experience you had with 
your own government? 

Ms. Seramur. I was locked up and imprisoned in a room, and 
I broke through this cement wall in Saudi Arabia, in our villa. And 
I slowly hammered through the cement wall and got the telephone 
lines for the neighbors’ villa which is connected to ours, and I put 
together my own telephone so that I could call over a period of sev- 
eral days, months, so I could call the American Embassy. 

And I called the American Embassy and I told them I needed 
help. And they said, well, we’re not a hotel. What do you expect us 
to do? But they said we can give you a list of attorneys if you can 
get down to the embassy. 

Mr. Shays. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Burton. This is pretty damning on the State Department. 
I think one of the things that Ms. Watson just suggested is we 
ought to have some kind of a committee at the State Department 
that reviews these cases and that career diplomats over there who 
may have been — what do they call it when somebody has been in 
a country so long they become — they go native — where State De- 
partment officials go native and think that the government in ques- 
tion is more important than U.S. citizens. Maybe we ought to have 
a review panel to make sure that we set them straight and put the 
American citizens’ interests first. 

Ms. Seramur, the Saudi government says that it acts quickly to 
solve these cases once they learn about it. Is that true? 

Ms. Seramur. No, it’s not. 

Mr. Burton. You and Maha planned for Maha to escape for a — 
while she was on vacation with her father in Malaysia. Why did 
you wait until she was in Malaysia? 

Ms. Seramur. Because we knew if she went to the American 
Embassy that there might not be any way they could assist us. 
U.S. Department of State told me that if — they said if it was any 
other country but Saudi Arabia it would be OK. So that’s why 
when she 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. Well, in Saudi Arabia whatever your mother 
is — her nationality — you’re Saudi because your father is Saudi. 
Over there I wasn’t American; I was Saudi. Everybody would tell 
me that. And I knew if I went to the American Embassy they 
wouldn’t help me. Everybody told me that. 

Mr. Burton. Well, if you’re born of an American parent, whether 
you are in some other country or the United States, you’re an 
American citizen. And our embassy should know that and should 
make sure that you’re protected. And I think maybe we ought to 
admonish the State Department to make sure in the future that 
they help American citizens get back to the United States, as the 
passport says, if there’s any way possible to do it. 

Now I know that they run the risk of becoming persona non 
grata and that some of our embassy officials may be sent out of the 
country if they participate in helping. I think that’s probably true 
in Saudi Arabia and Malaysia as well. But that’s a risk our State 
Department should take. They should say, look, American citizens 
come first and I am here to help American citizens. And they help 
a person out of a country who is held against their will and they 
are excommunicated from that country and sent back to the United 
States, we ought to give them a medal. We ought to give them a 
raise, because they’re protecting American citizens. And we ought 
to hold that country — we ought to hold that country responsible for 
the pain that they’ve been inflicting on American citizens. 

And I hope the people here from the State Department are lis- 
tening to that. Their responsibility first is to American citizens. 
And if it means they help an American citizen get out and they 
have to be punished for it by being kicked out of that country, then 
so be it. We’ll find another job for them. Come see me. We’ll see 
what we can do to help you. 

The State Department had Maha take pictures of herself, broth- 
er, and sister so they could make passports for them. Could you ex- 
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plain the risks that she took and whether those pictures even 
ended up being used? 

Ms. Seramur. Well, first I was asked by the embassy in Malta 
where I was for the photographs of all my children so they could 
be sent to Washington to have pictures for their passports made 
out of those photos. And it resulted in Washington or whoever the 
Maltese Embassy was communicating with, that the son of my son 
Faisal was a little bit to the side. So they said we really need a 
better photo, Faisal’s photo is no good. So I said, OK, I will ask 
Maha to take another photo with his face facing more forward for 
you and closer to the camera. 

So Maha risked her life taking better photographs of her brother, 
sneaking in, finding a digital camera, taking these photographs. 
And then when I sent the photos back to Malta, then I was con- 
tacted by the Department of State and they said we need photo- 
graphs of all the children. And I said well, I sent them to the Mal- 
tese Embassy and they said they were forwarding them per your 
request. And they said we never received them, can you please 
send them yourself? 

I sent them the same day, all the photographs again of my chil- 
dren. And then when I got to Malaysia, the first thing that the con- 
sul in Malaysia stated was that, well, where’s all the information? 
I have nothing. I have no photographs of your children and I have 
no e-mails. And he asked me to go somehow find whatever I could 
find, because I didn’t bring anything with me, it was too dangerous 
for me to be carting all those things around with me under the cir- 
cumstances. I didn’t want anybody to know what I was doing there. 
But I guess apparently the State Department told me that they 
had had the wrong e-mail address. 

Mr. Burton. You know, I can’t believe that the State Depart- 
ment that works for the U.S. Government — I don’t believe that’s 
being inept; I think they just deliberately didn’t send those pictures 
over there. You know, they set up every impediment they could 
possibly set up to keep you from getting your daughter back to the 
United States. 

I think that’s tragic. The State Department, there’s going to be 
some heads rolling over there. Where are the State Department 
people here? Are you guys listening to this? Jesus Criminy. 

Let me see, what do you have here? Do you have some questions 
that you would like to ask? Maha, the whole time you were gone, 
did you want to come back to the United States? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. Yes. All the time. 

Mr. Burton. While you were living in Saudi Arabia, were you 
free to tell your father that you wanted to come back to America? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. No. My sister once told him she wanted to come 
to America, and he locked up the doors, took away the phones, 
wouldn’t let her out of the house. 

Mr. Burton. Put her in prison. 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Your mother said when you took pictures of your 
brother, you were endangering your life. Do you think your father 
would have hurt you if he had known you were taking the pictures 
and sent them to your mother? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. Yes, he would have. 
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Mr. Burton. What do you think he would have done? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. What he always does. He takes away anything 
we like, the stereos, the phone. We can’t see our friends. Just go 
to school and come back. Don’t go anywhere. We were locked up in 
the house. 

Mr. Burton. Do you think that other young people, especially 
women being held in Saudi Arabia, are free to speak their minds? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. No, they’re not. 

Mr. Burton. Especially if they want to come back to the United 
States, they’re not able to say that? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. They’re threatened. 

Mr. Burton. With physical harm. 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. Physical harm, emotional. 

Mr. Burton. Ramie, how about you? If your sister said or you 
had said you wanted to come back to America, what kind of re- 
sponse would you have had from your father? 

Mr. Basrawi. My sister want to come here, she can’t. 

Mr. Burton. If she said to your dad, I want to go to 

Mr. Basrawi. I said that to him. He started to like cry and if you 
don’t care, he start to scream many times. 

Mr. Burton. Did he physically abuse you, hit you ever? 

Mr. Basrawi. No. Just sometimes, not all the time. 

Mr. Burton. He did hit you sometimes? 

Mr. Basrawi. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Does your mother have something she would like 
to say? 

That’s all you have to say? 

Mr. Basrawi. Yeah. 

Ms. Docekal. I do have something I want to say. I am able to 
talk to my daughter now through the help of Ramie, because he 
knows where she is at what time and she can answer the phone. 
So I talked to her 2 days ago. 

Mr. Burton. Does the father know about that? 

Ms. Docekal. No, and she don’t want the father to know because 
she’s scared. She wants to come back. So we have a certain time 
we call her where — she sits by the phone and waits. But you know, 
there’s the language barrier between me and her. I can tell her I 
love her and miss her and want to see her all day, but I can’t tell 
her my inner emotions of how I feel about her. And 2 days ago she 
gave me a kiss on the phone for the first time in 14V2 years. She 
is scared to death. She don’t go to her father and ask him anything. 
She has no rights. And like him, he stayed in his room the whole 
time. And now without him, she has nobody, and that’s even hard- 
er on me. I want him here, but she also now lost the only thing 
she was secure with, her brother. 

Mr. Burton. Maha, right before you went to the U.S. Embassy 
in Malaysia, you recorded a statement saying if you were forced to 
go back to Saudi Arabia you would kill yourself. Can you explain 
why you felt so strongly about leaving? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. I was dreaming about it for the past 8 years. 
And I planned for this with my mom on the computer for a couple 
of months before. And I was really — I put all I had in it, and I 
risked my life in getting onto the computer every night and com- 
municating with her, sending her pictures. And she called me at 
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my friend’s house sometimes. And when you think about it for 8 
years and you just have the chance to do it, you just do it. 

Mr. Burton. You were just depressed about not getting out. 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. You know, I think I’ve already covered this, but I’ll 
ask one more time. A lot of people have never been to Saudi Arabia 
and they don’t understand how difficult it is for children or women 
to get out of Saudi Arabia. Can you explain just a little bit about 
why it’s so difficult and why we ought to understand it better? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. How we can’t get out of Saudi Arabia? We have 
to get permission from our guardian, father or husband. And my 
father wouldn’t grant me that permission in any way. 

Mr. Burton. And if you ask, many times you’re punished for 
that? 

Ms. Al-Rehaili. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Berry, do you have any questions? 

Mr. Berry. No, thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. I have to ask some other questions for the record, 
and if my colleagues want to ask questions all you have to do is 
let me know. 

You lived in Saudi Arabia for several years. Can you — and you 
know how women are treated there. You know about the abaya and 
all that sort of thing. Can you tell us what your daughter 
Suzanne’s life is like? 

Ms. Docekal. Ramie would probably know more what her life is 
like there, but my life was a living hell. You know, you come as 
an American. And when I met my husband, he fell in love with me 
as an American and treated me like an American. But when I went 
to Saudi Arabia everything changed. I was treated like an Arab 
woman and he started acting like an Arab man. And basically you 
are in prison in your home. You have no life. And like the lady 
you’re talking about — and I won’t mention her name — I know who 
you talked to in Saudi Arabia, and actually she’s married to my ex- 
husband’s cousin. 

Mr. Burton. Wait. Wait. Wait. I don’t want you to go into any 
details. I don’t want you to go to into any details. And if that’s 
known, I think she’s told me — and I know about her physical condi- 
tion — she might be in great physical jeopardy. Don’t mention about 
any connection you have with her or anything, OK? 

Ms. Docekal. But it’s no life for a girl there. 

Mr. Burton. Is that a live feed going out of here? 

Ms. Docekal. I would say in Saudi Arabia there is no life for the 
woman at all, or for the daughter. And the boys have a life. They’re 
free. But for us, it’s just like going and living in hell. 

Mr. Burton. Do you think your daughter or your other children 
can get out of Saudi Arabia now without the help of our govern- 
ment? 

Ms. Docekal. No. 

Ms. Seramur. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. You think they can get out without the help of our 
government? 

Ms. Seramur. They will risk their lives doing it, but I mean, if 
the governments don’t help us, we don’t have a choice. 
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Mr. Burton. In other words, you’re talking about finding a con- 
nection like you did with your daughter and literally smuggling 
them out. 

Ms. Seramur. Well, I mean the Saudi citizens, they feel for the 
American citizens who are being abused over there without any 
support system. So it’s the Saudi citizens, you know; some Saudi 
citizens were contacting me and trying to assist us. 

Mr. Burton. There are people in the country that want to help 
you. 

Ms. Seramur. There are Saudi citizens who are trying to help 
these Americans out of the country. 

Mr. Burton. That’s not unlike that movie. Not Without My 
Daughter. Did you see that movie? You remember there were peo- 
ple in Iran that helped get that child out of that country? 

Ms. Seramur. Right. 

Mr. Burton. But our government has not been very helpful and 
you can’t — you felt like you couldn’t count on them? 

Ms. Seramur. No. 

Mr. Burton. Is that what you felt, too? 

Ms. Docekal. No. I felt that way, too. 

Mr. Burton. I have some other questions — do you think that 
your daughter will ever be able to come back unless you find some 
other way to do it? Do you think your daughter will ever be able 
to come back with the help of our government being forceful and 
putting some pressure on the Saudis? 

Ms. Docekal. I don’t think her dad will ever let her come back. 
He told me when she grew up someday like Ramie, he would tell 
her where I am. But the girls are too scared. And even Ramie when 
he came back, he said the same as her. I’ll kill myself if I have to 
go back. 

Mr. Burton. I looked at women and children over there that had 
tears in their eyes and were trembling. I know what you’re talking 
about. 

Ms. Docekal. So, no; I feel without either of us doing something 
on our own, I don’t feel like if our American government doesn’t do 
something, we won’t get her out. Especially now that Ramie is 
here, that is going to make her dad more mad and retaliate. 

Mr. Burton. I hope — well, I hope that doesn’t happen and I hope 
that our embassy people over there will do everything they can to 
help. You know, the one thing that our Ambassador promised me 
personally was that he would never turn away an American citizen 
from an embassy or consulate as long as he was the Ambassador. 
And if there is a threat to American citizens over there, they 
should know that commitment has been made by our Ambassador; 
that American citizens will be safe, have a safe haven in our em- 
bassy and consulate. And if there’s anything different than that 
goes on, then there will be hell to pay about that. Once they get 
to that the embassy they’re supposed to be protected. 

Are there any other questions that we need to ask of this panel? 
We will have some other questions that we will submit to you that 
maybe you can answer in writing. 

I want to tell you we really appreciate you being here today. We 
appreciate both the young people who are here today, and we are 
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very glad you’re in America and you’re free, and hopefully we’ll be 
able to do something to help other people like you in the future. 

Our next panel is Joanna Tonetti and Margaret McClain, Mi- 
chael Rives, and Maureen Dabbagh. Would you please come for- 
ward and approach the witness table? 

And I understand Representative Berry would like to introduce 
Mrs. McClain. So as soon as we swear them in. I’ll let you do that. 
If you have any notes that you would like to give us, we’ll copy 
them for you so we have a record and we can forward that to the 
State Department. If you have information you want to give us, we 
will followup with it. 

Ms. Tonetti, Ms. McClain, Mr. Rives, and Ms. Dabbagh, would 
you please come forward? Sorry you had to wait so long but we 
want to make sure we cover this very thoroughly so we have all 
the answers. Would you please stand and raise your right hand? 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

Mr. Burton. Ms. Tonetti, we’ll start with you. Do you have a 
statement you would like to make? You need to pull the mic close 
and turn it on. 

STATEMENTS OF JOANNA STEPHENSON TONETTI, MOTHER OF 

ROSEMARY, SARAH, AND ABDULAZIZ AL-ARIFI; MARGARET 

McCLAIN, MOTHER OF HEIDE AL-OMARY; MAUREEN 

DABBAGH, MOT H ER OF NADIA DABBAGH; AND MICHAEL 

RIVES, FATHER OF LILLY AND SAMI RIVES 

Ms. Tonetti. I would first like to thank Chairman Burton and 
Congressman Brian Kerns, who isn’t here right now. I must say 
that I am extremely proud that these two distinguished members 
of the committee are from the great State of Indiana where I’m 
from. For 2 years I heard nothing from my three American chil- 
dren. That was until Congressman Kerns was able to facilitate the 
first and only contact I have had with my three children, at 6 in 
the morning. 

My name is Joanna Stephenson Tonetti and I’m from Terre 
Haute. I am the mother of three children who were abducted by 
their noncustodial father to Saudi Arabia 2 years ago. My marriage 
to my ex-husband lasted 7 years, producing three beautiful chil- 
dren: Rosemary Helen who is now 12; Sarah Frances who is now 
10; and Abdulazia who is now 7. 

My ex-husband, Abdullah Al-Arifi, had been in America for ap- 
proximately 18 years on various student visas at the time he stole 
my children. One year before he took the children, he left the coun- 
try, at which time the INS barred him from returning into the 
country due to several serious violations of his visa. He was none- 
theless allowed back into the country and once again given another 
visa to stay, and that summer he abducted my children. 

Throughout the divorce, which lasted almost 2 years, I continu- 
ously voiced my concerns that my ex-husband would take my chil- 
dren. As a precautionary measure, the presiding judge ordered my 
ex-husband to turn over all passports for the children and ordered 
him not to have any new passports issued. 

In a further measure to attempt to secure the safety of my Amer- 
ican children, the judge gave notice to the Saudi Embassy they 
were not to issue new passports to my ex-husband. Copies of the 
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final divorce decree were mailed to the Saudi Embassy and all 
other Saudi offices in the United States. It is all too apparent that 
the Saudis disregarded the decree and court order and issued new 
passports to my ex-husband, making them knowing and willing ac- 
complices in the abduction of three American citizens. Not only do 
the Saudis hide, harbor, and shelter criminals, they also aid and 
abet them. 

For 18 years my ex-husband lived in the United States. He en- 
joyed our freedoms and our way of life. He openly expressed his 
love of this country and all that it stands for. He professed how 
much better our way of life was compared to Saudi Arabia’s. He at- 
tended several universities during his 18-year stay, but was unable 
to attain a degree. Now he hides behind the laws of a country that 
he barely lived in during his adult life and openly disdained during 
his life in America. 

Rosemary, Sarah and Z are beautiful American children. My old- 
est daughter was a terrific student and loved by everyone in her 
class. Excuse me if I cry. She loves to play tennis and softball and 
to swim. She was a Girl Scout and she’s my best friend. I still re- 
ceive phone calls from her friends wanting to know when she’s 
coming home. Rose met Miss America during her third-grade year 
and it became her dream to someday become Miss America herself. 
Now that dream is locked behind veils and abayas. 

Sarah played softball and was my bookworm. She was bright and 
funny and incredibly intelligent. She was also a Girl Scout and was 
very much loved by her classmates and teachers. She’s the master 
of all things computer related, and managed to make me feel about 
20 years older than I really was. 

My baby is my son Z, and he is my little boy who loved to play 
football but could never figure out which direction to run. Parents 
would cringe when he took the field. He loved to fish and to swim 
and to play and anything involved hitting another player. Every 
night he would cuddle up in my arms and asked how many times 
I loved him. I knew this was a delay tactic to avoid going to bed, 
but I bought into it every time. 

Now my arms are empty and no little boy counts my kisses or 
my love. No more Girl Scout meetings. No more tennis matches or 
softball games. Only memories of three lives lost behind a Saudi 
sword. The absence of my three children has left an incredible void 
in my heart and in my life. I miss the laughter, the kisses, and the 
feel of their arms around my neck. 

One month before my children were taken from the only home 
they ever knew, I had reached the end of my rope. My ex-husband 
had drug me into court on almost a weekly basis. I had been to the 
edge emotionally and financially. On the way home from picking up 
the children from school, I broke down into tears. I couldn’t take 
it anymore. I asked my children what they wanted, and my oldest 
daughter spoke up first. In a quiet voice she said the words I still 
hear today: “Oh, Mommy, please don’t give up. Don’t ever give up.” 
Sarah then added, “Mom we want to stay with you.” And my son 
just smiled at me with a smile that said more than words. 

Ladies and gentlemen, it’s hard not to give up. I have turned for 
help from every source I can think of There is not one politician 
that I have not written and begged for help and in return received 
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silence. Up until a few months ago, nobody cared about my three 
American children, and I suppose when this is all over and dust 
settles things will go back to the way they were. You will all go 
home to your families and your lives, new causes will come along 
and thoughts of American children trapped in Saudi Arabia will 
fade. 

So who will move a mountain for three children? Who will sal- 
vage their childhood when there’s still time left? Who will bring 
them back to the only home they ever knew or wanted? Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Tonetti follows:] 
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Joanna Tonetti 

I would first off like to thank Chairman Burton and Congressman Brian Kerns. I must 
say that I am extremely proud that these two distinguished members of the Committee 
on Government Reform are from the great State of Indiana. For two years I heard 
nothing from my three American children, that was until August 30th when Mr. Kerns 
was able to facilitate the first and only contact with my children since their abduction to 
Saudi Arabia on August 1 5, 2000. 

My name is Joanna Stephenson Tonetti and I am from Terre Haute, Indiana. 1 am the 
mother of three children who were abducted by the non-custodial father to Saudi Arabia 
two years ago. My marriage to my ex-husband lasted 7 years producing three beautiful 
children. Rosemary Helen ( 1 2), Sarah Frances ( 1 0) and Abdulaziz (7). 

My ex-husband, Abdullah Al-Arifi had been in America for approximately 1 8 years on 
various student visas at the time he stole my children. One year before he took the 
children he left the country, a which time the INS barred him from returning into the 
country due to several serious violations of his student visa. He was none-lhe less 
allowed back in and once again given another visa to stay and study. That summer he 
abducted my children. 

Throughout the divorce, which lasted almost two years, 1 continuously voiced my 
concerns that my ex-husband would take my children. As a precautionary meaajre the 
presiding judge ordered that my ex-husband turn over all passports for the children and 
ordered him not to have new passports issued. In a further measure to attempt to secure 
the safety of my American children, the judge gave notice to the Saudi Embassy that 
they were not to issue new passports to my ex-husband. Copies of the final divorce 
decree were mailed to the Saudi embassy and all other Saudi offices within the United 
States. It is all too apparent that the Saudi’s disregarded the decree and our court order 
and issued new passports to my ex-husband making them knowing and willing 
accomplices in the abduction of three American citizens. Not only do the Saudi's hide, 
harbor and shelter criminals, they also aid and abet them. 

For 1 8 years my ex-husband lived in the United States. He enjoyed or freedoms and our 
way of life. He openly expressed his love of this country and all that it stands for. He 
professed how much better our way of life was compared to Saudi Arabia’s. He 
attended several universities during his 1 8 year stay but was unable to attain a degree 
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Now he hides bdiind the laws of a country that he hardy lived in during his adult life 
and openly disdained during his life in America. 

Rosemary, Sarah, and Z are beautiful American children. My oldest daughter Rose was 
a tarrific student and loved by everybody in her class. She loved to play tennis, softball 
and to swim. She was a girl scout and my best friend. 1 still receive phone calls from her 
friends wanting to know if she will be home soon. Rose met Miss America during her 
3rd grade year and it became her dream to some day become Miss America herself. 

Now that dreani is locked behind veils and abaya’s. Sarah played softball and was my 
bookworm. She is bright, funny and incredibly intelligent. She was also a girl scout and 
was very much loved by her classmates and teachers. She was the master of all things 
computer related and managed to make be feel 20 yeare older that I really was. My 
baby Z is my little boy who loved to play football but could never figure out which 
direction to run. Parent’s would cringe when my son took the fidd. He lov«l to fish 
and swim and any sport which involves a bail and hitting the other player. Every night 
he would cuddle up in my arms and ask me how many times I loved him. I knew this 
was a dday tactic to avoid going to bed. I bought into it every time and loved every 
minute of it. Now my arms are empty. No little boy counts my kisses or my love. No 
more Girscout meetings. No more tennis matches or softball games. Only memories of 
three lives lost behind a Saudi sword. 

The absence of my three children has left an incredible void in my heart and my life, I 
miss the laughter, kisses and the fed of thdr arms around my neck . One month before 
my children we taken from the only home they every knew I had reached the end of my 
rope. My- ex husband had drug me into court on an almost weekly basis. I had been 
driven to the edge emotionally and financially. On the way home from picking the 
children up from school 1 broke down into tears. I couldn't take it anymore, i asked my 
children w^at they wanted. My oldest daughter spoke up first. In a quiet voice she said 
the words that I still hear today. “Oh mommy, please don't give up. Please don’t ever 
give up.” Sarah then added “Mom we want to stay with you” and my son just smiled 
at me with a smile that said more than words. 

Ladies and Gentlemen it is hard nor to give up. I have turned for help from every source 
I can think of. There is not one politician that I have not written and begged for help 
and in return received silence. Up until a few months ago nobody cared about my three 
American children and I suppose when this is ail over and die dust settles things will go 
back to the way they were. You will all go home to your families and your lives. New 
causes will come along and thoughts of American children trapped in Saudi Arabia will 
fade. So who will move a mountain for three little children? Who will salvage their 
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childhood wrfifle there Is still time left? Who will bring them bade to the only home that 
they ever knew or ever wanted. 

Thank you. 
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Mr. Burton. Representative Berry would like to introduce Ms. 
McClain. Mr. Berry. 

Mr. Berry. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I want to thank you 
for allowing me to address the committee in order to introduce a 
constituent of mine, Mrs. Margaret McClain. I also want to thank 
the committee and you for your leadership on this issue. The com- 
mittee’s efforts have gone a long way toward shedding light on this 
enormous problem. 

The testimony we are hearing here today leaves no doubt as to 
how much of a problem it is and that something needs to be done 
about it. It saddens me a great deal that these hearings are again 
necessary, but I hope that what is said today is heard by both the 
Saudi Government and our own State Department. 

This past July, Ms. McClain saw her daughter Heidi for the first 
time in 5 years. During those 5 years she fought tooth and nail 
with both the United States and Saudi Government to do whatever 
it took just to visit her daughter. Ms. McClain does not know when 
she will see Heidi again; which begs the question, at what point do 
we make the goal of her case not just visitation but the permanent 
return of Heidi to her mother? 

Along with Ms. McClain, I too urge the State Department to shift 
its efforts from just locating abducted children to actually bringing 
them back home. As a father, I cannot begin to understand the 
grief that Margaret McClain has gone through. However, I do un- 
derstand the determination she has and the lengths she will go to 
to be with her daughter. 

As part of the evidence submitted to the committee today, there 
is an account of Margaret McClain’s brief visit with Heidi last July. 
After the visit, she was asked if everything she went through was 
worth seeing Heidi for just a short period of time. Unhesitatingly, 
she said yes. 

Margaret McClain has demonstrated she will do whatever is nec- 
essary to be with her child and has shown admirable resolve in her 
fight to get her daughter back. We owe her our best efforts to bring 
Heidi back to the United States of America. And with that, I intro- 
duce to you Margaret McClain. 

Ms. McClain. Thank you Mr. Berry. 

Chairman Burton and members of the committee, I thank this 
committee for giving me the opportunity to speak for my daughter, 
Macheal Heidi Al-Omary, who has been a hostage in the Wahhabi 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia for over 5 years. She was kidnapped in 
1997 at the age of 5, and is now 10 years of age. 

Last week our whole Nation cheered as a group of American and 
foreign children were rescued from the missionary school in the 
Ivory Coast. According to Fox News, on September 25 , 2002, this 
rescue was a State Department operation. Yet apparently the 
Wahhabi terrorists who hold American children hostage in Saudi 
Arabia are the untouchables. 

This situation must change. The kidnapping of American chil- 
dren to Saudi Arabia, contrary to what the State Department and 
Ari Fleischer at the White House have claimed, is not a private 
custody matter. It is Saudi Wahhabi terrorism, pure and simple, a 
jihad against defenseless American children. 
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These terrorist acts against our children are being committed 
with the full knowledge and even complicity of the Saudi Embassy 
in Washington, the Saudi consulates, the Saudi Royal Family, 
Saudi Arabian Airlines and Saudi government officials. 

In December 1989, Abdulbaset Ahmed Mohammed Al-Omary and 
I were married in a civil ceremony. He was a citizen of Saudi Ara- 
bia but immediately began pressing me to sponsor him for a green 
card, which he easily obtained. 

Our daughter had been born in Jonesboro, Arkansas in 1992. I 
became subject to mental and physical abuse, suffering several bro- 
ken bones and a miscarriage due to Al-Omary’s beatings. Mean- 
while, he began to abuse Heidi as well. On one occasion I was get- 
ting ready to take my daughter to a day-care center when Al- 
Omary blocked me in and b^egan karate kicking the car window 
next to Heidi. I feared he’d shatter the glass and blind his own 
child. He was totally out of control. And I determined that the only 
way to save my child’s life and mine would be to get out of this 
marriage from hell. 

In 1993, I finally found the courage to have this Wahhabi fanatic 
thrown out of my house. When it became clear that the marriage 
was doomed, I knew that Heidi would be kidnapped. I tried to pro- 
tect my child by requesting supervised visitation, which was de- 
nied. Unfortunately, I had not been devious enough to tape-record 
conversations in which Al-Omary had flatly stated that he would 
not allow his child to grow up in the United States and that if I 
ever divorced him, I would never see her again. 

In 1994, I wrote to the Embassy of Saudi Arabia and its con- 
sulates to notify them that I was Heidi’s legal custodial parent, en- 
closing certified copies of Al-Omary’s and my divorce decree in 
which Al-Omary agreed to all terms and accordingly affixed his sig- 
nature. 

I am including as an exhibit a photocopy of the notarized Arabic 
translation of these documents, authenticated by the State Depart- 
ment, bearing the signature of Madeleine Albright. 

In my 1994 letter to the Saudi Government, I stated explicitly 
that Heidi did not have my permission to travel to Saudi Arabia, 
that she was not be issued travel documents of any kind in her 
name or in any alias, and that she not be included in the travel 
documents of any Saudi citizen. I have submitted both a copy of the 
1994 letter with my notarized signature as well as registered mail 
receipts. 

Then in 1995, becoming more desperate as the result of increas- 
ingly bizarre behavior and more threats by Al-Omary, I sent hand- 
written letters to the Saudi officials, this time to Ambassador Ban- 
dar bin Sultan at the Saudi Embassy and the CEO of Saudi Ara- 
bian Airlines. These letters along with registered mail receipts 
comprise exhibit No. 4. 

I informed Saudi Airlines that a court decision precluded my ex- 
husband from taking my child out of the State of Arkansas without 
my permission and named one of their flight attendants, my ex- 
brother-in-law, Samir Jawdat, and Al-Omary’s American wife, 
Jayne Brussell Smith, as potential co-conspirators. 

Al-Omary’s Saudi wife, Wafa Al-Dugail, had already been sum- 
marily sent home after Al-Omary’s bigamy was exposed. Pursuant 
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to a 1995 court order Al-Omary asked the Saudi Government to 
provide documentation that they would recognize and enforce this 
court’s jurisdiction with regard to legal custody. According to Al- 
Omary the Saudi Embassy refused because they did not recognize 
U.S. law. 

To this day, the Government of Saudi Arabia has never answered 
any of my communications regarding their culpability in Heidi’s 
kidnapping. Steeped in Wahhabi Islamocentrism, the Saudi Royals 
and the majority of their subjects truly believe that a female should 
not be able to travel, drive, go to school, marry, or make any major 
decisions without the permission of her closest male relative. 

The Saudis have no intention of returning my child because I am 
a mere female, a mother, a Christian and an American. The Saudis 
practice sex discrimination, religious persecution, and discrimina- 
tion based on national origin. While the Saudis and their lobbying 
groups in the United States, most notably the Council on American 
Islamic Relations, constantly cry discrimination, they themselves 
are the most flagrant violators of human rights on Earth. That is 
the same Islamic lobbying group that forced the State Department 
to take down its marriage-to-Saudis warning from the Web page 
and replace it with a kinder, gentler version, which I have in- 
cluded, thus placing thousands of American women in peril. 

Meanwhile, the Saudis hypocritically sign all kinds of human 
rights treaties so they can retain their standing in the United Na- 
tions. They have, for example, signed the U.N. Convention on the 
Rights of the Child, which calls for the right of children not to be 
kidnapped; however, the Saudis always weasel out of their obliga- 
tions under any treaties they have signed by adding a disclaimer 
that they will only honor those terms that conform to their version 
of Islam. Since the Saudis view children, especially girls, as prop- 
erty to be bought and sold, the United Nations treaties signed by 
the Saudis aren’t worth the paper they’re written on. The Saudis 
will never return any of these children voluntarily. They must be 
forced to do so by any means necessary, including covert rescues. 

The Saudi Government, having been duly warned, not only 
issued travel documents to my child, but their government airline 
whisked her out of the United States. Employees of the Saudi Gov- 
ernment, like Saudi Airlines flight attendant Samir Jawdat, were 
accomplices in the illegal removal of my child. A high-ranking offi- 
cial of the Saudi National Guard, Dr. Salman Al-Hedaithy, and his 
wife, Farida Al-Ghofaili Al-Hedaithy, gave aid and comfort to the 
terrorist kidnapper at their home in Fairfax, Virginia according to 
the last words I heard from my daughter. 

Between 1994 and 97, Al-Omary and his American wife con- 
stantly harassed me and made threats to kidnap Heidi. On one oc- 
casion Jayne told me, “I will get custody of your child and I will 
be your worst nightmare.” Al-Omary married Jayne so he could le- 
gally stay in the United States to finish his master’s degree in com- 
puter science and so he would have someone to support him. Mean- 
while, I had to go back to court on several occasions to try to collect 
over $12,000 in child support, medical expenses, legal expenses, 
and repayment of a debt. Whatever income he had from his assist- 
ant directorship at the Islamic Center of Jonesboro was in cash 
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payments from the Saudi Government on which he never paid in- 
come taxes. 

In addition to neglecting his own daughter for 5 years, Al-Omary 
left her for extended periods of time, and, according to Heidi, sexu- 
ally molested her and allowed his friends at the Islamic Center of 
Jonesboro to molest her as well. I reported these events to Heidi’s 
doctor and the authorities, but due to a lack of physical evidence, 
Al-Omary was merely questioned and released. It seems no one be- 
lieved what a 3-year-old had to say. What that small child told me 
was so disgusting that no 3-year-old could have made it up. 

On August 12 , 1997, the evening Heidi was due back home from 
a visitation, Al-Omary left a chilling message on my answering ma- 
chine. He stated that he and Heidi were in Saudi Arabia and that 
I would never see her again. He threatened dire consequences if I 
contacted the police or involved his wife Jayne or any of his accom- 
plices at the mosque. I was sick to my stomach. 

About an hour after I listened to the recording, Al-Omary phoned 
in person. This time he intimated he had people watching my every 
action to report back to him, and I believed him. He also stated 
that he could have me killed if he wished, and I believed that too. 
I begged to speak with my daughter and he relented, with the 
warning that I not upset her. Heidi came on the phone acting quite 
normal. She did not even know she had been kidnapped. I spoke 
to her for only about 10 seconds. My last question to her was, 
“Where are you sweetie?” before Al-Omary snatched the phone out 
of her hand, she was able to tell me that she was at her 5-year- 
old cousin Dima’s house in Fairfax, Virginia. Her father, Suleiman 
Al-Hedaithy, a high-ranking official of the Saudi National Guard, 
was just finishing his Ph.D. Degree in computer science. 

After hanging up, I reported the kidnapping to the Jonesboro po- 
lice who checked out Jayne Brussell Smith’s for the presence of my 
daughter. This woman knew for 2 days that a crime had been com- 
mitted and didn’t report it, yet no charges have ever been filed 
against her. 

The following weeks Jayne kept in contact with her husband via 
e-mail, and, according to my private detective, even ran up thou- 
sands of dollars in charges on Al-Omary’s credit card. The detective 
revealed that Al-Omary made several calls to the Islamic Center 
right after the kidnapping. We also learned that Al-Omary and Al- 
Hedaithy’s wife probably posed as a couple, luring my daughter 
with promises of a trip to Disney World, and left from Orlando, 
Florida on one of the last flights of the season of Saudi Airlines. 

Eleven calls from the Fairfax address to the Orlando Marriott 
Hotel switchboard were made the day after Heidi disappeared from 
Fairfax. Fairfax County Police did a search of the Al-Hedaithy 
home for the presence of my child. Sadly, too much time had 
passed. 

And I include as exhibit A all the State, Federal and Interpol 
warrants issued again Al-Omary. 

I began receiving e-mails from the kidnapper a few months after 
the crime. I have attached these illiterate documents as exhibit 9. 

I turned the first one over to my FBI agent who merely said, “I 
will have to send this to our computer people in Washington.” I 
never heard the outcome. Al-Omary’s first e-mail warned me not to 



437 


try to trace it because he was using an untraceable account at 
hotmail.com. My private detective approached the Jonesboro police, 
who sought the assistance of the Sunnyvale, CA police. That is the 
headquarters of hotmail.com. And they were very cooperative in de- 
termining that the messages had come from a computer belonging 
to the ARAMCO Oil Co. 

Concurrently, a friend of my son’s with a computer science de- 
gree took about 5 minutes to establish the identity of the exact 
computer at ARAMCO’s Dhahran headquarters that had sent the 
e-mail. So the untraceable message was easily traced, but not by 
the people who should have investigated: the FBI. 

The Saudi Government certainly wasted its money on the edu- 
cation of Mr. Al-Omary. One would think that a so-called computer 
expert could indeed make their e-mails untraceable. He demanded 
Heidi’s immunization records, ostensibly so he could enter her in 
school in Libya. I was not about to help a fugitive take my daugh- 
ter to Libya. I told the State Department that Al-Omary was work- 
ing in Dhahran at the ARAMCO Oil Co., yet still they could not 
locate him. 

I was shocked on July 2002 to notice that ARAMCO was prac- 
tically across the highway from the U.S. consulate there. Inquiries 
by the U.S. consulate to the Saudi Government yielded only lies 
from the Saudis. They couldn’t locate Al-Omary either. What a 
crock. I don’t for 1 second believe that the Saudi Government could 
not locate one of its own employees. In fact, history has proven that 
it is not wise to believe anything the Saudis say. 

While I was making the rounds to get assistance in locating 
Heidi, my other daughter had the brilliant idea of calling directory 
assistance in Dhahran. Within minutes, she had Al-Omary’s office 
number in her hands. Surely the U.S. consulate right across the 
road from ARAMCO knew that work numbers could be obtained in 
this way. I had wasted 2 years appealing to the State Department 
to locate my daughter. I can only conclude that they purposely did 
not want to find her. 

I told them in 1997 of the ARAMCO e-mails. Yet even as late as 
May 1998, a State Department internal memo sent by Jeffrey 
Tunis to Heidi’s case worker, Steve Sena, states emphatically that, 
“Al-Omary is not a Dhahran case. The last thing we heard about 
it was an e-mail on 12/14/97 from you, mentioning it.” They knew 
in 1997 by their own admission where Al-Omary was. In a letter 
from former Ambassador Wyche Fowler to my Senator Tim Hutch- 
inson, dated May 7, 1999, Fowler claims he has still not located Al- 
Omary, a full 2 years after I advised these people that the kidnap- 
per was working at ARAMCO. 

Fowler also brags about how he had, “raised child custody issues 
with the highest levels of the Saudi Government, including King 
Fahad and Crown Prince Abdullah.” I guess that’s why Pat Roush 
and her girls were railroaded and Monica Stowers was thrown out 
on the street. 

Other parts of the file discuss the wording of replies to Senator 
Tim Hutchinson and Governor Huckabee of Arkansas, or talk bra- 
zenly about how the case worker avoided answering the officials’ 
questions. 
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Exhibit 12 indicates that even in 1999, the State Department 
was still looking for Al-Omary in Riyadh, but they never checked 
with ARAMCO in Dhahran. In the same exhibit, Sena casts asper- 
sions on my honesty, describing my information about Al-Omary’s 
ARAMCO office phone number as “an assertion, an allegation.” Of 
course, when they finally called the number, my 2-year-long asser- 
tions that Al-Omary was employed at ARAMCO proved to be cor- 
rect and was confirmed by a concerned citizen whose anonymous 
e-mail to me is included as exhibit 13. 

Exhibit 14 discusses how to get Senator Hutchinson off their 
backs as regards his demands that according to H.R. 4328, the kid- 
nappers’ accomplices’ visas be withheld permanently. 

Just prior to today’s hearing, 2 years after the Senator’s admoni- 
tion that the State Department obey U.S. law, I was informed that 
State is now willing to enforce H.R. 4328. A very disturbing aspect 
of my State Department file is that State apparently has a mole 
working among missing children’s organizations to spy on victim- 
ized parents and report our activities. 

Exhibit 15, signed by Albright, says, “EYI, the State Department 
has heard from another source that Ms. McClain may be in the 
process of organizing a rescue attempt.” 

In the past, other parents have told me that State always alerted 
the Saudis to such plans. If the State and Justice Departments did 
their jobs, parents would not have to resort to extreme measures. 

Exhibit 16 contains e-mails between Heidi’s former case work- 
er — who had wasted 2 years of my daughter’s life — the mole and 
Anne McGaughey in reference to a letter to the editor I had written 
to Insight Magazine. My letter was in answer to Mary Ryan’s 
whiny defense of her Department’s less-than-stellar performance. 
Believe me, the day she was fired there was a cheer heard by God 
himself from all the parents Mary Ryan had sabotaged. 

I am sorry to say this, and I wish to offend no other Americans 
who have incurred losses at the hands of the Saudi terrorists. The 
situation has improved after September 11th for parents like me. 
I have been able to travel into the pit of hell for a brief visit with 
Heidi, during which the kidnapper and his thugs abused me before 
I was even able to lay eyes on my child for the first time in 5 years. 

I submit as exhibit 17 the whitewashed State Department report 
of my visit to Saudi Arabia. The report makes it sound as if my 
initial meeting with Al-Omary was brief and amicable in spite of 
the fact that the consular employee was in a conversation across 
the hotel lobby during the hour my ex-husband and his brothers 
verbally abused me. During the inquisition, the Al-Omary Jawdat 
clan made outlandish demands. He was more delusional than ever 
and obviously desperate to receive visas to countries with Interpol 
notices on file, including Sweden, where two of his brothers had 
citizenship. 

The consular report hints that Heidi was shy, when in fact she 
is anorexic and desperately in need of psychological counseling. The 
report neglects to mention that my ex-husband violated every 
agreement he had made with the Consulate and the Emir of the 
Eastern Province, while I adhered to all the demands placed on me 
by Al-Omary and the Saudi Embassy. I was forced to fax the em- 
bassy a document stating that I would not harass him or any of 



439 


his family while in the kingdom nor that I would break any Saudi 
laws. Al-Omary’s plan was to get my son and me on a plane to Ri- 
yadh away from consular witnesses. 

I commend Anne O’Barr of the Dhahran Consulate for providing 
us with a body guard/driver, interpreter who checked for bombs 
every time we entered the armored vehicle. However the same offi- 
cial who wrote the report is a Muslim who doesn’t care about my 
child’s religious persecution as a baptized Christian. I was outraged 
when this State Department employee told me that I shouldn’t 
worry about my daughter because she was with a good family. In 
my lexicon a good family does not kidnap, terrorize, starve and 
deny a little girl contact with her mother. 

What Heidi is suffering today is nothing compared to what Al- 
Omary will do to her as she grows up. He once told me that when 
he’d get older, he’d look for a 9-year-old wife because his prophet 
had married a child of that age. In Al-Omary’s twisted mind, it 
would be perfectly reasonable for him to sell my precious Heidi off 
to a man three times her age. By the family’s own admission, Heidi 
went through a lot when they first stole her, as if it was my fault. 
Like the Saudi regime that won’t take responsibility for its role in 
terrorism, the completely sociopathic Al-Omary is in denial about 
what he has done to Heidi. 

When first in Saudi Arabia, she was apparently so disturbed that 
she played video games for 6 hours a day. 

The consular report then gushes about what a nice, lenient fa- 
ther Al-Omary is. I wanted to throw up when I read this glowing 
recommendation of Al-Omary’s fathering skills. I do not believe it 
is the State Department’s business to defend foreign criminals; it 
is an insult to the mothers who have suffered almost as much as 
the children. 

State Department reports must be read with some skepticism. 
Another illustration is State Department exhibit 2, presented be- 
fore this committee only in June of this year. On the bottom of 
page 2, the date of Heidi’s kidnapping is incorrectly listed as 1998, 
and the entry refers to my missing “children.” The devil is in the 
details. 

When I first saw my daughter again after all those years, I was 
shocked at how she looked and acted. Her behavior was bizarre 
and disturbing, to say the least. Heidi is now 10 years old, but has 
the social skills of a 2-year-old. She is extremely intelligent, but is 
one of the saddest little girls I have seen in my life. She doesn’t 
smile, but of course, the al Qaeda-Wahhabi in Afghanistan beat 
people for smiling, singing, dancing, or anything else that is fun. 

It took Heidi half an hour to come out from under a veil she was 
wearing. Meanwhile, when we spoke to her and asked her ques- 
tions, she gyrated in a strange, spastic way and would only answer 
us in cat noises from under the veil. All I could see were bones 
sticking out in all directions. 

Finally, when I did look into her eyes, I saw someone whose soul 
had been sucked right out of her body. I hold the Saudi Govern- 
ment and their Wahhabi fanaticism directly responsible. My child 
has known happiness and laughter and singing here in her own 
country. Do the Saudis imagine they can drive out all these happy 
memories? All they have created is a girl destined to become a 
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woman with lifelong emotional problems, longing forever for what 
was taken away from her. 

I am tired of our government leaders telling the world that the 
Saudis are our allies against terrorism, or that Saudi Arabia is a 
moderate Arab state. I am here to set the record straight. Our 
leaders have not lived in a Wahhabi nightmare and seen its malev- 
olence up close, as I have. The aim of Saudi Wahhabism is the 
same as it was during the middle ages, world domination. 

I admit that the Office of Children’s Issues has provided Heidi 
with better caseworkers over time. But there is no amount of back- 
peddling that can give my daughter back the 5 years she was with- 
out her mother. It is a shame that changes only occur when some 
legislator exerts pressure or when the Saudis blow up thousands 
of Americans. 

This committee is interested in knowing what the State Depart- 
ment has done in trying to obtain the return of my child. The an- 
swer is simple: Nothing. They have never given me any hope at all 
that Heidi could be recovered, nor have they suggested other de- 
partments of the government that could help. They have, in fact, 
worked on my psyche to lower my expectations of a successful re- 
covery. They were instrumental in arranging the visit with Heidi, 
again under a lot of pressure from my legislators. It helped that 
Senators Blanche Lincoln and Tim Hutchinson of Arkansas con- 
tacted the Emir of the Eastern Province and the CEO of ARAMCO, 
respectively. However, these Saudi governmental entities did noth- 
ing to protect my son and me while we were there, nor did they 
force Al-Omary to adhere to the terms we had agreed to. 

Returning to whitewashes, in 1998, the GAO was conducting an 
audit of the Office of Children’s Issues. Mr. Rolf Nilsson, a senior 
evaluator, attended the annual PARENT Conference in Washing- 
ton to obtain input from victim parents. As a consequence, I com- 
piled an informal survey and sent the results to Mr. Nilsson, but 
it was too late. When his boss, Boris Kachura, found out that 
Nilsson’s report was going to be negative, Nilsson was reassigned. 
The result was another whitewash, enabling Madeleine Albright 
and her staff to look better and more productive than they actually 
were. 

At the same PARENT Conference, State and Justice Department 
lawyer Mary Grotenrath was invited to explain Interpol procedures 
to the group. To our utter amazement and disgust, we all found out 
that a simple FBI HEAP warrant, or an international kidnapping 
warrant, offered no assurance that the fugitive could be arrested in 
a foreign country. Mary informed us that we all needed to go out 
and apply for provisional arrest requests whereby a Federal pros- 
ecutor had to agree to extradite should the fugitive be caught. None 
of our kids were listed with Interpol. That meant these criminals 
were able to move freely around the world, provided they stayed 
out of the United States. 

This was valuable information, but the Justice Department did 
not like one of their employees doing something concrete to help a 
seeking parent. As a result, Mary was ordered not to attend our 
conference the following year. The State and Justice Departments 
should be the ones to give us that information as soon as a child 
is reported missing, give us the paperwork and place the kidnap- 
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pers in the Interpol system immediately, just as is now required for 
the NCIC system. 

To this day, the Secretary of State must go hat in hand to OPEC 
and the Saudis to beg for oil output, or he must finesse the Saudis 
to, please, let him use their bases. At the same time, he is respon- 
sible for the Office of Children’s Issues that is supposed to demand 
the return of American hostages. 

Which do you think the Secretary of State wants more, the bases 
and oil, or the children? So if the Secretary of State’s position on 
Saudi Arabia is not a conflict of interest, then I don’t know what 
it is. 

The kidnappings of Americans is terrorism, and this issue must 
be dealt with accordingly, perhaps under a department like Home- 
land Security. The security of American children is at risk. The 
counterterrorism legislation includes the conspiracy to kidnap 
Americans overseas as terrorist acts. Our children have indeed 
been taken overseas and the kidnapping conspiracies were hatched 
overseas. So what is the hold up in charging the criminals with ter- 
rorism, especially when the perpetrators are Wahhabi radicals? 

I would like to categorize a series of crimes that Al-Omary and 
the Saudi Government were party to in his capacity as the assist- 
ant and/or acting director of the Islamic Center of Jonesboro. 

Mr. Burton. Ms. McClain, could we have the rest of that for the 
record? I think you have made a very, very strong point; and I am 
sorry to interrupt you, but I want to make sure we get to the ques- 
tions. So if you are near the end, if you want to summarize, we 
would be glad to have you do that. 

Ms. McClain. Let me just summarize my final information about 
the people that the Saudis hire to harass American mothers who 
have lost their children over there. 

Ms. Gabbayh, Ms. Roush and myself went in protest to the Saudi 
embassy a couple of years ago. It was a peaceful protest. We went 
across the street to Hill & Knowlton, which is one of the big PR 
firms that the Saudis use in order to intimidate people like us. 
Those people had hacked into our e-mail. Those people had made 
veiled threats against us. We went into their offices. We found files 
about ourselves, and I am wondering what kind of a big threat we 
are to Hill & I^owlton because we are boycotting some of their 
companies they represent or because we are attacking the Saudis 
in some way. 

We find this reprehensible, that other Americans would team up 
with the Saudis and become complicit in their kidnapping schemes. 

Mr. Burton. OK. Thank you very much, Ms. McClain. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. McClain follows:] 
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Chairman Burton and Members of the Committee! 

I thank this Committee for giving me the opportunity to speak my daughter, 
Machael Heidi Ai-Omary, who has been a hostage in the Wahhabi Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia for over five years. She was kidnapped in 1997 at the age of five and is now ten 
years of age. 

Last week, ourwhoie nation cheered as a group of American and foreign children 
were rescued from a missionary school in the Ivory Coast. According to Fox News on 
September 25, 2002, this rescue was a State Department operation. Last year, both 
American and foreign missionaries were rescued from their Al-Qaeda captors in 
Afghanistan and from their Abu Sayyaf kidnappers in the Philippines. Only a few years 
ago, both the State Department and the Justice Departments spared no expense at 
repatriating Eiian Gonzales to Cuba. Yet, apparently the Wahhabi terrorists who hold 
American children hostage in Saudi Arabia are The Untouchables. This situation must 
change. The kidnapping of American children to Saudi Arabia, contrary to what the 
State Department and Ari Fleischer at the White House have claimed, is not a private 
"custody matter.” It is Saudi Wahhabi terrorism, pure and simple, committed solely in 
the interest of promulgating their brand of Islam. It is a jihad against defenseless 
American children. These terrorist acts against our children are being committed with 
the full knowledge and even complicity of the Saudi Embassy in Washington, the Saudi 
Consulates, the Saudi royal family, Saudi Arabian Airlines, and Saudi government 
officials. 

in December of 1989, Abdulbaset Ahmed Mohammed Al-Omary and I were 
married in a civil ceremony. He was a citizen of Saudi Arabia, but immediately began 
pressing me to sponsor him for a Green Card, which he easily obtained. Our daughter, 
Machael Heidi Al-Omary, had been born in Jonesboro, Arkansas, in 1992. 1 became 
subject to mental and physical abuse, suffering several broken bones and a miscarriage 
due to Al-Omary’s beatings. Meanwhile, he began to abuse Heidi as well. On one 
occasion, I was getting ready to take my daughter to her day care center, when Al- 
Omary blocked me in and began karate kicking the car window next to Heidi. I feared 
he'd shatter the glass and blind his own child. He was totally out of control, and I 
determined that the only way to save my child’s life and mine would be to get out of this 
marriage from hell. In 1993, thanks to the Northeast Arkansas Council on Violence, I 
finally found the courage to have this Wahhabi fanatic thrown out of my house. This 
organization also helped me get an Order of Protection. (Exhibit #1 ) 

When it became clear that the marriage was doomed, I knew that Heidi would be 
kidnapped. I tried to protect my child by requesting supervised visitation, which was 
denied. Unfortunately, I had not been devious enough to tape-record conversations in 
which Al-Omary had flatly stated that he “would not allow his child to grow up in the 
United States” and that if I ever divorced him, I “would never see her again.” I turned to 
the Saudi Embassy for help. But the Saudi Embassy apparently does not frown upon 
criminal activity by the students under its control. In fact, I accuse the Saudi 
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Government directly of being an accomplice in the kidnapping of my child. In 1994, I 
w^rote to the Embassy of Saudi Arabia and its Consulates in New York and Houston to 
notify them that I was Heidi’s legal custodial parent, enclosing certified copies of Al- 
Omary’s and my divorce decree. Exhibit #2 is a copy of our Custody and Divorce 
Decree, in which Al-Omary agreed to all terms and accordingly affixed his signature. For 
the Committee’s purposes, I am including in Exhibit #2 a photocopy of the notarized 
Arabic translation of these documents, authenticated by the State Department, bearing 
the signature of Madeleine Albright, and certified by the Secretary of State of Arkansas, 
in my 1994 letter to the Saudi government, I stated explicitly that Heidi did not have my 
permission to travel to Saudi Arabia; that she was not to be issued travel documents of 
any kind in her name or any alias; and that she not be included in the travel documents 
of any Saudi citizen. In Exhibit #3, I have submitted both a copy of the 1994 letter, with 
my notarized signature, as well as Registered Mail Receipts. None of the recipients ever 
answered. Then in 1995, becoming more desperate as the result of increasingly bizarre 
behavior and more threats by Al-Omary, I sent hand-written letters to Saudi officials, this 
time to Ambassador Bandar bin Sultan at the Saudi Embassy and the CEO of Saudi 
Arabian Airlines. These letters, along with Registered Mail Receipts, comprise Exhibit 
#4. I informed Saudi Airlines that a court decision precluded my ex-husband from taking 
my child out of the State of Arkansas without my permission (Exhibit #5) and named 
one of their flight attendants (my ex-brother-in-law, SAMIR JAWDAT) and Al-Omary’s 
American wife (JAYNE BRUSSELL SMITH) as potential co-conspirators. Al-Omary’s 
Saudi wife (WAFA AL-DUGAIL) had already been summarily sent home after Al^ 
Omary’s bigamy was exposed. Pursuant to a 1995 Court Order (Exhibit #5), Al-Omary 
asked the Saudi Government to provide documentation that they “would recognize and 
enforce this court’s jurisdiction with regard to child custody.” According to Al-Omary, the 
Saudi Embassy refused because they did not recognize U.S. law. 

To this day, the government of Saudi Arabia has never answered any of my 
communications regarding their culpability in Heidi’s kidnapping. Steeped in Wahhabi 
Islamocentrism, the Saudi royals and the majority of their subjects truly believe that a 
female should not be able to travel, drive, go to school, marry, or make any major 
decisions without the permission of her closest male relative. The Saudis have no 
intention of returning my child because I am a mere female, a mother, a Christian, and 
an American. The Saudis practice sex discrimination, religious persecution, and 
discrimination based on national origin. While the Saudis and their lobbying groups in 
the United States (most notably the Council on American Islamic Relations) constantly 
cry “discrimination,” they themselves are the most flagrant violators of human rights on 
earth. CAIR is the same Islamic lobbying group that forced the State Department to take 
down its "Marriage to Saudis” warning from the web page and replace it with a kindler, 
gentler version. Exhibit #6 is the original. Meanwhile, the Saudis hypocritically sign all 
kinds of human rights treaties so that they can retain their standing in the United 
Nations. They have, for example, signed the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child, 
which calls for the right of children not to be kidnapped; however, the Saudis always 
weasel out of their obligations under any treaties they have signed by adding a 
disclaimer that they will only honor those terms that conform to their version of Islam. 
Since the Saudis view children, especially girls, as property to be bought and sold, the 
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United Nations treaties signed by the Saudis aren’t worth the paper they're written on. 
The Saudis will never return any of these children voluntarily; they must be forced to do 
so by any means necessary, including covert rescues. 

The Saudi government, having been duly warned, not only issued travel 
documents to my child, but their government airline whisked her out of the United 
States. Employees of the Saudi government, like Saudi Airlines flight attendant Samir 
Jawdat, were accomplices in the illegal removal of my child. A high-ranking official of 
the Saudi National Guard, Dr. Salman Al-Hedaithy, and his wife, Farida Al-Ghofaili Al- 
Hedaithy, gave aid and comfort to the terrorist kidnapper at their home in Fairfax, 
Virginia, according to the last words 1 heard from my daughter. 

Before our divorce was final, Al-Omary returned to Saudi Arabia to marry his 
cousin, Wafa Al-Dugail. He brought her to the United States and lived in a bigamous 
relationship with her until our divorce became final in 1 994. At that time, he married an 
American woman, Jayne Brussell Smith, from Jonesboro, Arkansas, who became an 
accessory to Heidi's kidnapping in 1997. Jayne, who was also abused by Al-Omary, 
according to her own admissions to me and reports from her relatives, nevertheless 
abandoned her own two boys and joined the fugitive only a few months after the 
kidnapping. 

Between 1994 and 1997, Al-Omary and his American wife constantly harassed 
me and made threats to kidnap Heidi. On one occasion, Jayne told me: "1 will get 
custody of your child!” and “I will be your worst nightmare!” Al-Omary married Jayne so 
that he could legally stay in the United States to finish his Master’s Degree in Computer 
Science, and so that he would have someone to support him. Meanwhile, I had to go 
back to court on several occasions to try to collect over $12,000 in child support, 
medical expenses for Heidi, legal expenses, and repayment of a debt; with 10% court- 
ordered interest over the last 534 years, Al-Omary's debt is considerably higher. The 
documents in Exhibit #7 have been in the hands of the Arkansas Child Support 
Enforcement Office for several years. Yet Al-Omary seemed to have enough money to 
marry two other women at the same time, make frequent trips to Saudi Arabia and so- 
cailed Islamic conferences all over the country, purchase vehicles for his stepsons, and 
attend college full-time - ail while not holding down a job. Whatever income he had from 
his Assistant Directorship at the Islamic Center of Jonesboro was in cash payments on 
which he never paid income taxes. In addition to neglecting his own daughter for five 
years, Al-Omary left her for extended periods of time, and according to Heidi, sexually 
molested her and allowed his friends at the Islamic Center of Jonesboro to molest her 
as well. I reported these events to Heidi's doctor and the authorities, but due to a lack of 
physical evidence, Al-Omary was merely questbned and released. It seems that no one 
believed what a three-year-oid had to say. What that small child told me was something 
so disgusting that no three-year-old could have made if up. 

On August 12, 1997, the evening Heidi was due back home from a visitation, Al- 
Omary left a chilling message on my answering machine. He stated that he and Heidi 
were in Saudi Arabia and that I would never see her again. He threatened dire 
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consequences if I contacted the police, or involved his wife Jayne or any of his 
accomplices at the mosque. I was sick to my stomach. About an hour after I listened to 
the recording, Al-Omary phoned in person. This time, he intimated that he had people 
watching my every action to report back to him, and I believed him. He also stated that 
he could have me killed If he wished, and I believed that too. I begged to speak with my 
daughter, and he relented with the warning that I not upset her. Heidi came on the 
phone, acting quite normal. She did not even know she’d been kidnapped. I spoke to 
her for only about ten seconds. My last quesfcn to her was, “Where are you, Sweetie?" 
Before Al-Omary snatched the phone out of her hand, she was able to tell me that she 
was at her five-year-old cousin Dima’s house in Fairfax, Virginia, Her father, Suleiman 
Al-Hedaithy, a high-ranking official of the Saudi National Guard, was just finishing his 
Ph.D. degree in Computer Science. After hanging up, I reported the kidnapping to the 
Jonesboro Police, who checked out Jayne Brussell Smith’s home for the presence of 
my daughter. I heard the exchange over the Police communication system. Jaynie was 
screaming at the top of her lungs, denying involvement. She told Sergeants Chambers 
and Roper that two days earlier, Al-Omary had taken Heidi to the Memphis Zoo and 
they hadn’t returned yet. This woman knew for two days that a crime had been 
committed and didn’t report it, yet no charges have ever been filed against herl In the 
following weeks, Jayne kept in contact with her husband via email, and according to my 
private detectives even ran up thousands of dollars in charges on Al-Omary’s credit 
cards. The detective revealed that Al-Omary made several calls to the Islamic Center 
right after the kidnapping. We also learned that Al-Omary and Al-Hedaithy’s wife 
probably posed as a couple, luring my daughter with promises of a trip to Disney World, 
and left from Orlando, Florida, on one of the last flights of the season of Saudi Airlines. 
Eleven calls from the Fairfax address to the Orlando Marriott Hotel switchboard were 
made the day after Heidi disappeared from Fairfax. I left for Fairfax the night I received 
Al-Omary’s message, and the Fairfax County Police did a search of the Al-Hedaithy 
home for the presence of my child. Sadly, too much time had passed, and Heidi’s 
innocent words had spooked the fugitive. 

Back in Jonesboro, under pressure from Congressman Marion Berry, Jayne was 
questioned under a formal Prosecutor’s Subpoena, but perjured herself when she 
maintained that her husband had "dumped” her and she’d had no contact with him since 
the day he left. The Federal Prosecutor, according to the Congressman’s District 
Director, “believed her.” I begged law enforcement, including my FBI agent Roy 
Christopher, to check out the computers that Jayne used, but this was never done. A 
short time after Jayne's deposition, she joined the criminal in Saudi Arabia. Thus, the 
Federal Prosecutor, as well as the FBI, failed my child miserably by letting the chief 
accomplice get away. To this day, Jayne is free to come and go into and out of the 
United States, visit her family in New Jersey and Arkansas, with no charges against 
her— -no kidnapping charges, no accessory after the fact charges, no perjury charges, 
no flag on her passport by the State Department, not even a simple pickup order as a 
material witness in an international crime. Exhibit #8 consists of copies of state, federal, 
and Interpol warrants issued against Al-Omary. 
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I began receiving emaiis from the kidnapper a few months after the crime, i have 
attached these iiiiterate documents as Exhibit #9. i turned the first one over to my FBi 
agent, who merely said, “I’ll have to send this to our computer people in Washington.” I 
never heard the outcome. Ai-Omary’s first email warned me not to try to trace it 
because he was using an untraceable account at Hotmail.com. My private detective 
approached the Jonesboro Police, who sought the assistance of the Sunnyvale, 
California, Police. That is the headquarters of Hotmail.com, and they were very 
cooperative in determining that the messages had come from a computer belonging to 
the ARAMCO Oil Company. Concurrently, a friend of my son’s with a Computer Science 
Degree took about five minutes to establish the identity of the exact computer at 
ARAMCO's Dhahran headquarters that had sent the emails. So the “untraceable” 
message was easily traced, but not by the people who should have investigated, the 
FBI. The Saudi Government certainly wasted its money on the education of Mr. Al- 
Omary! One would think that a so-called computer expert could indeed make his emails 
untraceable. He demanded Heidi’s immunization records, ostensibly so that she could 
enter school in Libya! I was not about to help the fugitive take my daughter to Libya! 
However, I wish he had taken her there because Libya, unlike Saudi Arabia, would have 
given A!-Omary exactly what he deserved and returned my daughter forthwith. Libya’s 
Marxist leader does not tolerate Wahhabi fundamentalists. 

I told the State Department that Al-Omary was working in Dhahran at the 
ARAMCO Oil Company, yet still they could not locate him. I was shocked on my July 
2002 visit to Saudi Arabia to notice that ARAMCO was practically across the highway 
from the U.S. Consulate there! Inquiries by the U.S. Consulate to the Saudi government 
yielded only lies from the Saudis. They couldn’t locate Al-Omary either. What a crock! I 
don’t for one second believe that the Saudi Government could not locate one of its own 
employees. In fact, history has proven that it is not wise to believe anything the Saudis 
say. While I was making the rounds to get assistance in locating Heidi, my other 
daughter had the brilliant idea of calling Directory Assistance in Dhahran; within minutes 
she had Al-Omary’s office number in her hands. Surely the U.S. Consulate right across 
the road from ARAMCO knew that work numbers could be obtained in this way. I had 
wasted two years appealing to the State Department to locate my daughter. I can only 
conclude that they purposely did not want to find her. I told them in 1997 of the 
ARAMCO emails, yet even as late as May 1998, a State Department internal memo 
sent by Jeffrey Tunis to Heidi’s caseworker Steve Sena states emphatically that “al 
omary is not a Dhahran case. The last thing we heard about it was an email on 12/14/97 
from you mentioning it.” (Exhibit #10). They knew in 1 997 by their own admission 
where Al-Omary was. Heidi’s file indicates the State Department’s serious mishandling 
of my case, partly through incompetence, but also through deliberate sabotage of 
parents’ efforts. The State Department has often been accused of “clientitis,” the 
unwillingness to offend their Saudi clients in any way! The same memo mentions 
confirmation that Al-Omary was traveling back and forth to Bahrain, information I had 
given them from an eye-witness. It is maddening that he could easily have been 
apprehended in Bahrain back in early 1998. In a letter (Exhibit #11) from former 
Ambassador Wyche Fowler to my Senator Tim Hutchinson, dated May 7, 1999, Fowler 
claims he has still not located Al-Omary - a full two years after I advised his people that 
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the kidnapper was working at ARAMCO! Fowler also brags about how he had "raised 
child custody issues with the highest levels of the Saudi Government, including King 
Fahad and Crown Prince Abdullah.” I guess that’s why Pat Roush and her girls were 
railroaded, and Monica Stowers was thrown out on the street! Other parts of the file 
discuss the wording of replies to Senator Tim Hutchinson and Governor Huckabee of 
Arkansas, or talk brazenly about how the caseworker avoided answering the officials’ 
questions. Exhibit #12 indicates that even in 1999, the State Department was still 
looking for Al-Omary in Riyadh, but they never checked with ARAMCO in Dhahran. In 
the same Exhibit, Sena casts aspersions on my honesty, describing my information 
about Al-Omary’s ARAMCO office phone number as an “assertion” and allegation. Of 
course, when they finally called the number, my two-year-long “assertion” that Al-Omary 
was employed at ARAMCO proved to be correct and was confirmed by a concerned 
citizen, whose anonymous email to me is included as Exhibit #13 (heavily redacted to 
protect the citizen’s identity.) Exhibit #14 discusses how to get Senator Hutchinson off 
their backs as regards his demands that according to HR 4328, the kidnapper’s 
accomplices' visas be withheld permanently. Just prior to today’s hearing, two years 
after the Senator’s admonition that the State Department obey United States law, I was 
informed that State is now willing to enforce HR 4328. A very disturbing aspect of my 
State Department file is that State apparently has a mole working among missing 
children’s organizations to spy on victimized parents and report our activities. This was 
thoroughly reported on by Tim Maier of Insight Magazine. Exhibit #15, signed by 
“Albright,” says [and I quote]: "FYI - The Department has heard from another source 
that Ms. McClain may be in the process of organizing a rescue attempt.” in the past, 
other parents have told me that State always alerted the Saudis to such plans, if the 
State and Justice Departments did their jobs, parents would not have to resort to 
extreme measures. Exhibit #16 contains emails between Heidi’s former caseworker, 
who had wasted tv/o years of my daughter’s life, the mole (name redacted), and Anne 
McGahuey in reference to a letter to the editor I had written to Insight Magazine. My 
letter was an answer to Mary Ryan’s whiny defense of her department’s less than stellar 
performance. Believe me, the day she was fired, there was a cheer heard by God 
himself from all the parents Mary Ryan had sabotaged. 

As sorry as I am to say this, and I wish to offend no other Americans who have 
incurred losses at the hands of the Saudi terrorists, the situation has improved after 9- 
1 1 for parents like me. I’ve been able to travel into the pit of hell for a brief visit with 
Heidi, during which the kidnapper and his thugs abused me before I was even able to 
lay eyes on my child for the first time in five years. I submit as Exhibit #17 the white- 
washed State Department report of my visit to Saudi Arabia. The report makes it sound 
as if my initial meeting with Al-Omary was brief and amicable, in spite of the fact that the 
consular employee was in conversation across a hotel lobby during the hour my ex- 
husband and his brothers verbally abused me. During the inquisition the Al- 
Omary/Jawdat clan made outlandish demands. He was more delusional than ever and 
obviously desperate to receive visas to countries with Interpol notices on file, including 
Sweden, where two of his brothers hold citizenship. The Consular report hints that Heidi 
was shy, when in fact, she is anorexic and in desperate need of psychological 
counseling. The report neglects to mention that my ex-husband violated every 
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agreement he had made with the Consulate and the Emir of the Eastern Province, while 
I adhered to all the demands placed on me by Al-Omary and the Saudi Embassy. I was 
forced to fax the Embassy a document stating that I would not harass him or any of his 
family while in the Kingdom, nor that I would break any Saudi laws. Al-Omary’s plan 
was to get my son and me on a plane to Riyadh, away from Consular witnesses. There 
he and his thugs could have assaulted us, had us arrested, or worse. I commend Anne 
O’Barr of the Dhahran Consulate for providing us with a bodyguard/driver who checked 
for bombs everytime we entered the armored vehicle. However, the same official who 
wrote the report is a Muslim who doesn’t care about my child’s religious persecution as 
a baptized Christian. I was outraged when this State Department employee told me that 
I shouldn’t worry about my daughter because she was with a “good family’’! In my 
lexicon a good family does not kidnap, terrorize, starve, and deny a little girl contact with 
her mother for no other reason than that the mother refuses to practice Wahhabism. 
What Heidi is suffering today is nothing compared to what Al-Omary will do to her as 
she grows up. He once told me that when he got older, he’d look for a nine-year-old wife 
because his prophet had married a child of that age. In Al-Omary’s twisted mind, it 
would be perfectly reasonable for him to sell my precious Heidi off to a man three times 
her age. 

By the family’s own admission, Heidi “went through a lot’’ when they first stole her 
- as if it was my fault. Like the Saudi regime that won’t take responsibility for its role in 
terrorism, the completely sociopathic Al-Omary is in denial about what he has done to 
Heidi. When first in Saudi Arabia, she was apparently so disturbed that she played 
video games for six hours a day! The Consular report then gushes about what a nice, 
lenient father Al-Omary is!! I wanted to throw up when I read this glowing 
recommendation of Al-Omary’s fathering skills. I do not believe it is the State 
Department’s business to defend foreign criminals; it is an insult to the mothers who 
have suffered almost as much as the children! State Department reports must be read 
with some skepticism. Another illustration is State Department Exhibit 2 (my Exhibit 
#18) presented before this Committee only in June of this year. On the bottom of page 
2, the date of Heidi’s kidnapping is incorrectly listed as 1998, and the entry refers to my 
missing “children.” The devil is in the details. 

When I first saw my daughter again after all those years, I was shocked at how 
she looked and acted. Her behavior was bizarre and disturbing, to say the least. Heidi is 
now ten years old, but has the social skills of a two-year-old. She is extremely 
intelligent, but is one of the saddest little girls I’ve seen in my life. She doesn’t smile - 
but, of course, the Al-Qaeda in Afghanistan beat people for smiling, singing, dancing, or 
anything that was even slightly fun. It took Heidi half an hour to come out from under a 
veil she was wearing; meanwhile, when we spoke to her and asked her questions, she 
gyrated in a strange way and would only answer us in cat noises from under the veil. All 
I could see were the bones sticking out in all directions. Finally, when I did look into her 
eyes, I saw someone whose soul had been sucked right out of her body. I hold the 
Saudi government and their Wahhabi fanaticism directly responsible. My child has 
known happiness and laughter and singing here in her own country. Do the Saudis 
imagine they can drive out all these happy memories? All they have created is a girl 
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destined to become a woman with lifelong emotional problems, longing forever for what 
was taken away from her. I am tired of our government leaders telling the world that “the 
Saudis are our allies against terrorism” or that Saudi Arabia is “a moderate Arab state.” 

I am here to set the record straight. Our leaders have not lived in a Wahhabi nightmare 
and seen its malevolence up close, as I have. The aim of Saudi Wahhabism is the same 
as it was during the Middle Ages - world domination. 

I admit that the Office of Children’s Issues has provided Heidi with better 
caseworkers over time. But there is no amount of back-peddling that can give my 
daughter back the five years she was without her mother. It is a shame that changes 
only occur when some legislator exerts pressure, or when the Saudis blow up 
thousands of Americans! This Committee is interested in knowing what the state 
Department has done "in trying to obtain the return” of my child. The answer is simple - 
Nothing! They have never given me any hope at all that Heidi could be recovered, nor 
have they suggested other departments of the government that could help. They have, 
in fact, worked on my psyche to lower my expectations of a successful recovery. They 
were instrumental in arranging the visit with Heidi, again under a lot of pressure from my 
legislators. It helped that Senators Blanche Lincoln and Tim Hutchinson of Arkansas 
contacted the Emir of the Eastern Province and the CEO of ARAMCO, respectively. 
However, these Saudi Governmental entities did nothing to protect my son and me 
while we were there, nor did they force Al-Omary to adhere to the terms we’d agreed to. 

There is, however, one office in the State Department that I can’t praise enough, 
and that is the Voice of America. Within two days of receiving the information about 
Heidi’s kidnapping, they were beaming satellite PSAs into Europe and the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia in the appropriate languages. 

Returning to whitewashes, in 1999 the GAD was conducting an of the Dffice of 
Children’s Issues. Mr. Rolf Nilsson, as Senior Evaluator, attended the annual 
P.A.R.E.N.T. conference in Washington to obtain input from victim parents. As a 
consequence, I compiled an informal survey and sent the results to Mr. Nilsson, but it 
was too late. When his boss, Boris Kachura, found out that Nilsson’s report was going 
to be negative, Nilsson was reassigned. The result was another whitewash, enabling 
Madeleine Albright and her staff to look better and more productive than they actually 
were. Exhibit #19 is a copy of my report to Mr. Nilsson, along with a copy of his 
business card. 

At the same P.A.R.E.N.T. Conference, State Department lawyer Mary Grotenrath 
was invited to explain Interpol procedures to the group. Exhibit #20 is the agenda for 
that meeting. To our utter amazement and disgust, we all found out that a simple FBI 
UFAP Warrant or an International Kidnapping Warrant offered no assurance that the 
fugitive could be arrested in a foreign country. Mary informed us that we all needed to 
go out and apply for Provisional Arrest Requests, whereby a Federal prosecutor had to 
agree to extradite should the fugitive be caught. None of our kids were listed with 
Interpol! That meant these criminals were able to move freely around the world, 
provided they stay out of the U.S. This was valuable information, but the State 
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Department did not like one of their employees doing something concrete to help a 
seeking parent. As a result, Mary was ordered not to attend our conference the 
following year. The State and Justice Departments should be the ones to give us that 
information as soon as a child is reported missing, give us the paperwork, and place the 
kidnappers in the Interpol system immediately, just as it is now required to put a child 
into the NCIC system as soon as the child is reported missing. When a State 
Department employee wants to go the extra mile, the Department slaps them down. 

To this day, the Secretary of State must go hat in hand to OPEC and the Saudis 
to beg for oil output, or he must finesse the Saudis to please let him use their bases. At 
the same time, he is responsible for the Office of Children’s Issues that is supposed to 
demand the return of American hostages. Which do you think the Secretary of State 
wants more - the bases and oil? Or the children? To me, the answer has been obvious 
over the last five years. If the Secretary of State’s position on Saudi Arabia isn’t a 
conflict of interest, then I don’t know what is. The kidnappings of Americans is terrorism, 
and this issue must be dealt with accordingly, perhaps under a department like 
Homeland Security. The security of American children is at risk. The counterterrorism 
legislation includes the conspiracy to kidnap Americans overseas as terrorist acts. Our 
children have indeed been taken overseas, and the kidnapping conspiracies were 
hatched overseas. So what is the holdup in charging the criminals with terrorism, 
especially when the perpetrators are Wahhabi radicals? 

I’d like to catalogue a series of crimes that Ai-Omary was party to in his capacity 
as the Assistant and/or Acting Director of the Islamic Center of Jonesboro. 

Child Abduction; Al-Omary was responsible in assisting at least two other 
Saudi men in kidnapping American children. Let me explain. These men (Khaled Al-S. 
and Mohammed AI-0.) had married American women who already had small children 
with American fathers. Al-Omary confided that there was no way the American 
biological fathers would give permission for the mothers to take the children to Saudi 
Arabia, so he and his mosque “brothers” would remedy the situation. He said that they 
used a company in Ohio to obtain false documentation on the American children. This 
scam involved obtaining birth certificates that listed the Saudi men as fathers of the 
children. The children were given Islamic names, and Saudi Arabia allowed them into 
the Kingdom without question. One of the little girls was a blue-eyed blonde, with 
absolutely no resemblance to the Saudi stepfather. The Saudi authorities turned a blind 
eye to the kidnapping, as they have done so many times before and since. The natural 
fathers of all the children lived out of state and had little contact with their children, so it 
was easy for Al-Omary other mosque officials to dupe the fathers and abscond with the 
American children on fraudulently obtained Saudi passports. Another tactic used by Al- 
Omary and his accomplices was to obtain back-dated marriage licenses to make the 
out-of-wedlock children of Saudis appear to be born in wedlock. The Saudis and their 
American wives knew that they could be stoned or beheaded if their children were 
determined to be illegitimate, once they arrived in the Kingdom. 
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Terrorist Fund-Raising: As Assistant Director of the Islamic Center of 
Jonesboro, Ai-Omary felt it his duty to propagate Islam far and wide. In fact, he attended 
many so-called “Islamic” conferences, most of which i was not privy to. He would 
disappear for weeks on end, and when I asked about his absences, I was always told 
that it was none of my business. I do know that he regularly attended a Kuwaiti 
gathering held each year in Washington, D.C., over the Thanksgiving weekend. I also 
saw with my own eyes several Taliban representatives walking across the Islamic 
Center of Jonesboro parking lot. When I asked what these men wanted, Al-Omary 
replied that they were raising money for Afghanistan, I recognized them instantly by 
their distinctive dress. In documents and literature left behind by Al-Omary when he 
moved out of my house, I found some interesting materials. I am providing Exhibit #21 . 
The Members of the Committee will find photocopies of literature from the lIRO, the 
WAMY, ISNA, and the lARA, organizations that have been masquerading as Muslim 
charities for many years. Very disturbing to me are the cancelled checks written by my 
ex-husband to the lARA (Islamic African Relief Agency) which, according to Steven 
Emerson, is headquartered in the Sudan and is linked closely to the enslavement of 
Christian and animist Africans; my ex-husband’s notations at the bottom of each check 
indicate that his donations were going to Afghanistan. There is a chapter of the lARA 
just a couple of hours away in Columbia, Missouri. I draw your attention to some very 
unsettling statements on the cover of a pamphlet from the World Assembly of Muslim 
Youth (WAMY) headquartered in Riyadh. Hidden in the small print among the nice 
fuzzy-wuzzy “Aims” of this “charity” is this incendiary goal statement: “Introducing 
Islam to the world using all available means.” This is how the Saudis, in their own 
damning words, intend to deal with the rest of us. This is the kind of Wahhabi dogma 
promulgated by Saudi Government-sponsored mosques and so-called charities that 
leads directly to the enslavement of American children like Heidi and their forced 
conversion to Wahhabism. The lIRO, which is particularly virulent, has been banned 
from some countries, such as Kenya, for its role in the American Embassy bombing, 
according to Steven Emerson’s remarks before Congress on October 10, 2001 . 

Exhibit #22, entirely in Arabic, was also among material Al-Omary had brought 
home from the Islamic Center. It looked innocuous enough, but I sent it to Steven 
Emerson's organization anyway. I thought it might be a list of mosque members and 
their addresses in Quincy, Massachusetts. When Emerson’s people told me it was a 
book catalog from a publishing company, I apologized for wasting their time. 

“No! No!” Emerson’s assistant cried. “You don’t understand what you’ve got here. 
It’s a goldmine. These are not nice, peaceful prayer books. This catalog is a 
compendium of terror training manuals and the vilest kind of hate literature. We’re 
working feverishly to get it translated for you before your testimony.” I thanked her and 
marveled at how devious the man I'd married was and how I hadn’t seen right what was 
before my eyes. I could not believe this garbage had been in my home all these years! 
Just like the 9-1 1 bombings, the kidnapping of our children is just another phase of the 
Saudi Wahhabi jihad on our country. An investigation into these kidnappings cannot be 
divorced from the war on terror, and the law enforcement tactics used to bring other 
terrorists to justice must be brought to bear against the Saudi Wahhabi kidnappers. 
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Even expatriate non-Wahhabi Saudis at the Saudi institute have made the 
foilowing accusation against their own government: “Saudi officials disseminate hate 
literature openly in the United States. Exhibit #23, an excerpt from the book Forbidden 
Truth by Jean-Charles Brisard and Guillaume Dasquie’ establishes a direct link 
between lIRO and Osama bin Laden, the ARAMCO Oil Company and terrorism, and 
Saudi Government support of terrorism. Al-Omary’s mosque literature includes lIRO 
tracts, directly from bin Laden’s own organization. 

Steven Emerson is well known for his video Jihad in America. When the film 
first aired on PBS, I watched in horror as I caught a glimpse of an individual who bore 
an uncanny resemblance to Al-Omary. I was aghast to think that my daughter had to go 
on court-ordered visitation with a possible terrorist, and I determined to find out whether 
he was the individual in the film. I wrote a letter to Mr. Emerson, who was kind enough 
to respond. Unfortunately, since the film was secretly made, Mr. Emerson was not able 
to get the names of the audience members. The camera pans across Al-Omary as he 
attends a 1989 terrorist conference in Kansas City. I asked myself if this is what all of 
his mysterious disappearances were about. I enter the video Jihad in America into 
evidence as Exhibit #24. 

Bigamy and Polygamy: The Saudis claim that their citizens anywhere in the 
world are subject to Saudi Shariah law, but legally, Al-Omary was an American resident 
at the time he kidnapped my daughter in 1997. At the time Al-Omary received his 
immigrant visa, he swore before an INS officer in Memphis, Tennessee, that he was 
obtaining immigrant status in order to become an American citizen. He also swore to a 
number of other stipulations, two of which stand out in my mind: (1 ) that he did not 
belong to any organization that advocated the overthrow of the United States of 
America, and (2) that he neither believed in, practiced, nor planned to practice bigamy 
or polygamy while in the United States, Unbeknownst to me, Al-Omary intended to 
violate both of these stipulations, and did so with impunity. In an issue of the Arkansas 
State University student newspaper. The Heraid, Al-Omary was interviewed at length 
about Islam. He took the opportunity to expound on one of his favorite topics, bigamy. In 
the undated article (Exhibit #25) entitled “Ramadan Celebration Just Part of 
Experiences of Jonesboro Muslim Community” by Dale Hill, Al-Omary complains (and I 
quote): “A friend... who recently moved here had to leave one of his wives behind.” Of 
course, I was angry but amused at the same time because I knew that his “friend” was 
none other than the Al-Omary himself. Al-Omary flagrantly states his support of a 
reprehensible and illegal Wahhabi custom - that of marrying multiple wives. As a 
mosque official, Al-Omary reported directly to the Saudi Embassy and as a student, to 
the Saudi Mission in Houston. Therefore, any public statements made by Al-Omary 
advocating the violation of U.S. bigamy laws were made under the authority of the 
Saudi Government. In the same article, speaking for his employer, the Saudi 
Government, Al-Omary praises Osama bin Laden. 

I will now shift gears and turn to the way the Saudis have operated here to 
intimidate the mothers of kidnapped American children. The ARAMCO Oil Company, 
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which hires internationai fugitives (I personally know at least three of them) has a huge 
U.S. complex in Houston, Texas. ARAMCO is in partnership with American oil 
companies, such as Texaco. At one point 1 registered Heidi with the missing children’s 
non-profit group. Child Watch (Exhibit #26). They were in the process of using their 
contacts in Saudi Arabia to arrange a visit between Heidi and me until they found out 
that I was leading a boycott against Texaco because of its ARAMCO partnerships. Child 
Watch is sponsored by Texaco. According to information that appeared on Texaco’s 
web page in 1998, the company “launched its Texaco Child Watch program... that 
provides investigative and financial assistance to parents searching for their missing 
children” - that is, unless the children happen to be in Saudi Arabia or the kidnappers 
happen to work for a Texaco partner like ARAMCO! Such non-profit organizations that 
practice discrimination should lose their NGO status. 

in late August, 2002, the Saudis complained that new visa regulations were 
keeping 100 ARAMCO-sponsored students from coming to the United States. I certainly 
praise the State Department for taking this step, and I am also encouraged that the 
Justice Department has added Saudi Arabian nationals to the terrorism watch list, 
making Saudi nationals subject to fingerprinting and passport tracking. Alas, these steps 
are too little too late for my child. As long as ARAMCO hires international fugitives like 
my ex-husband, Abdulbaset Ahmed Mohammed Al-Omary, these U.S. visas should be 
denied forever because Saudi Arabia refuses to guarantee that any American children 
born to these students will not be kidnapped to the Kingdom. In fact, no Saudi students 
should be admitted to our shores until all the American children are returned. 
Furthermore, since the Kingdom does not issue tourist visas to Americans, the State 
Department should reciprocate, including the Saudi royals. I know from experience that 
even if the legal custodial parent sends all documentation to the Saudi Government, 
Prince Bandar and his family will just blatantly break American law by assisting the 
kidnapper in any way they can. When 1 engaged in a peaceful protest at the Saudi 
Embassy with two other mothers, we were called “whores” by Saudi Embassy 
employees. One Saudi official even tried to assault my friend until I stepped in. When he 
realized that I had about four inches and fifty pounds on him, he quickly changed his 
mind. In addition, there were too many witnesses. It is reprehensible that Saudi 
diplomats steal American children, then use profanities and violence on the mothers. 

For shame! 

Then there is the matter of the Saudis’ American mouthpieces here in 
Washington - the public relations giant, Hill and Knowiton, located across the street 
from the Saudi Embassy. After 9-1 1 , Prince Bandar ran over to Hill and Knowiton and 
signed a $77,000-a-month PR contract. This is only a drop in the bucket compared to 
the millions the Saudis are paying other PR firms like Qorvis Communications to 
resurrect their image. The Saudis are wasting their money because their reputation in 
American public opinion is “dead on arrival.” I first became acquainted with H&K when I 
received a puzzling but ominous email from Jim Jennings, their Director of National 
Practices (Exhibit #27). Jennings didn’t make any direct threats, but warned me about 
my group’s boycott of Hill and Knowiton or any of their clients. Since I’d never heard of 
H&K, and since he neglected to identify his mystery client, I made some inquiries and 
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soon learned that they’d represented Texaco since the 1950s. Our parent group had 
initiated a Texaco boycott because of their partnerships with Saudi ARAMCO - 
partnerships like Star Enterprise (including Star Mart and Food Mart), Motiva 
Enterprises, TRMI (Texaco Refining and Marketing), and a host of other products and 
services. I can only assume Jennings was referring to the Texaco boycott. Well, I want 
Jim Jennings to know that to this day I continue my boycott of Texaco; let’s call it a 
Crusade against the Saudis who are holding my child hostage and any of their 
business partners. Jennings’ email also contained this blatant lie; “I have been with this 
firm for 25 years and do not remember a time when we have ever represented the 
Saudis.” I doubt that the Director of National Practices would not be familiar with all his 
company’s client lists. Let me refresh Mr. Jennings' memory - H&K's client lists 
donated to Harvard Business School by names Saudi Arabia as a client as far back as 
1966 (Exhibit #28). Let me remind this Committee that H&K is the same PR firm that 
engineered the perjury of Princess Nayirah before Congress; I think everyone in 
America recalls the completely fabricated tale of Iraqi soldiers throwing Kuwaiti babies 
out of their incubators. H&K’s credibility is suspect. When my friends and I confronted 
Thomas Buckmaster at H&K’s offices, shortly after receiving the threatening emails, the 
company continued their denials. Meanwhile, these “Torture Lobbyists” maintain files on 
my friends and me. I guess they think three American moms present a mortal danger to 
their oil company and Saudi clients. It is the Saudis and their hired guns at Hill and 
Knowlton who pose the greatest danger to our democracy. Unlike the Saudi 
Government, the victims of Saudi Wahhabi terrorism cannot afford to hire fancy PR 
firms. But no amount of money can buy the truth for the Saudis; only a lie needs to be 
bought. 
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CHRONOLOGY OF KIDNAPPING OF HEIDI AL-OMARY 

Spring 1989: met Abduibaset Ahmed Mohammed Al-Omary at Arkansas State 
University 

December 1989: married Abduibaset Ahmed Mohammed Al-Omary 
1989-1992: increasing abuse, mental and physical, form Al-Omary 
1991: became pregnant w/ith our first child 

July 1 1 , 1992: gave birth to our first child, Machael Heidi Al-Omary, in 
Jonesboro, Arakansas 

Late 1992 or early 1993: Al-Omary receives Green Card at Memphis office of 
the INS; swears under oath that (1) he intends to apply for U.S. citizenship; (2) 
that does not practice or believe in bigamy or polygamy; (3) that he does not 
advocate the overthrow of the U.S. government; and (4) that he is a member of 
no group that advocates the overthrow of the U.S. government. 

June 1993: Al-Omary murders his unborn child, a boy, by administering a severe 
beating to me. Al-Omary endangers Heidi’s life. I decide to join the Council on 
Violence Support group, and manage to get the courage to obtain an Order of 
Protection against Al-Omary 

July 1993: Al-Omary is served papers and is forcibly removed from my home. 

He moves into the mosque temporarily. 

August 1993: Divorce Proceedings Initiated and drag on for many months 

Spring 1994: Al-Omary travels to Saudi Arabia for about a 3-month period to 
marry his cousin, Wafa Al-Dugail (at least, that is the name he gave the court.) 
We are not divorced yet, so he commits bigamy. 

1994: Our divorce becomes final 

late 1994: Al-Omary marries an American woman, Jayne Brussell Smith, who 
converts to Wahhabism. He now has two wives again. 

Fall 1994: Heidi comes home from the mosque with bite marks on her buttocks; I 
take pictures, but the marks do not show up on photographs. She tells me the 
name of the adult male at the mosque who bit her. 

December 1994: When I informed my lawyer that my child was being forced to 
go to visitation with a bigamist, Al-Omary became fearful he would be caught, 
and sent the Saudi wife home. 
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1994; I write registered letters to Saudi Embassy and Consulates in U.S. 
apprising them of the situation, Heidi's legal status as a U.S. citizen and my legal 
status as the Custodial Parent. 


Christmas morning1994: Heidi charges her father with sexual molestation. An 
Investigator from SCAN interviews Heidi and thinks she has enough evidence to 
take to police. He is questioned and released. Police do not believe my three- 
year-old, even though she has made these charges more than once to more than 
one person. A Psychologist expressed suspicions of sexual abuse as well. 

1995: I write registered letters to Prince Bandar at the Saudi Embassy and the 
CEO of Saudi Arabian Airlines, advising them that they will be complicit in a 
felony if they in any way enable my child to be taken to Saudi Arabia illegally. 

1995-1997: a never-ending struggle to try and collect child support from Al- 
Omary 

August 12-13,1997: While on visitation with her father, Heidi is kidnapped to 
Saudi Arabia. 

August 1997: Jonesboro Police investigate, confront Ai-Omary’s wife who 
remains behind; Heidi entered in NCIC; FBI issues UFAP warrant and charges of 
international Kidnapping 

1997-2002: I contact my legislators. Presidents, Secretaries of State, Secretary 
of Transportation Rodney Slater; various missing children’s organizations, the 
United Nations, the Hague Court; present a speech in absentia to the European 
Human Rights Commission in Geneva. Attended and gave presentations at 
annual P.A.R.E.N.T. conferences and candlelight vigils at White House. 

1 999: After two years of telling State Department where the kidnapper worked, 
they finally contacted him to set up the first Welfare & Wqhereabouts Check on 
Heidi 

1999-2001 : Heidi was seen a couple more times at Welfare and Whereabouts 
Checks. 

2001; I contacted the CEO of ARAMCO and let him know he had international 
fugitives working for him. My senator Tim Hutchinson faxed a letter a week to the 
ARAMCO headquarters pressing for a visit. Thereafter, Al-Omary became more 
amenable to a visit between my daughter and me. State Department got the Emir 
involved in negotiations. 

July 2002: After several months of wrangling, I finally received a 3- day visa from 
the Saudi Embassy. My son Donnie and I visited Saudi Arabia, where Al-Omary 
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violated all terms of the agreement he had made between the Consulate, the 
Emir, and me. I adhered to all terms of the agreement. I had not seen, spoken to, 
received a phone call or letter from Heidi in 5 years. 

August 2002: 1 was informed by the State Department that my case would be put 
on a high priority list, to be appealed to the highest levels of the Saudi 
Government. 

September 2002: I was informed by the State Department that they would like a 
list from me of all the kidnapper’s immediate relatives, as well as any other 
accomplices, so that US visas to them would now be frozen. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS OF MARGARET MCCLAIN 

1 . Saudi Royals have stated that the terrorists held at Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba, are subject to Saudi Shariah law. Make it clear to the Saudis that 
American children are subject to American law. Have U.S. authorities 
determine which of the terrorists can be sent back to Saudi Arabia for trial 
and punishment, and negotiate a prisoner exchange - one American child 
for one Saudi terrorist. 

2. Press Saudi Arabia to arrest and extradite all Saudi or non-Saudi 
kidnappers of American children to stand trial in the United States. 

3. Withdraw all U.S. troops from Saudi Arabia, relocating them to Bahrain, 
Qatar, or other more cooperative nations in the war on terror. 

4. Have the INS immediately stop issuing visas to ail Saudi students, and 
revoke the visas of those currently in the United States, until Saudis return 
all American citizens kidnapped to the Kingdom. 

5. In view of the danger posed by Saudi pilots to the lives of Americans and 
in view of the fact that Saudi pilots are flying American kidnapped children 
out of the United States, immediately revoke all visas for Saudi 
aeronautical students sponsored by Saudi Arabian Airlines. 

6. Immediately revoke all student visas to aeronautical students sponsored 
by the Saudi Air Force or other branch of the Saudi military; accept no 
new visa applications. 

7. Order the INS to hold up indefinitely the visas to the 100 ARAMCO- 
sponsored students and any future ARAMCO applicants for visas. 

8. In view of the fact that Saudis refuse to issue tourist visas for Americans, 
especially mothers of kidnapped children, require the State Department to 
issue no tourist visas to any Saudis until the Saudis return their American 
hostages. 

9. Revoke the tax-free status of all Saudi-built or Saudi-financed mosques 
and Islamic centers in the United States, in view of the fact that they are or 
have been complicit in the kidnappings of American citizens; the spread of 
Wahhabi propaganda and terrorism; and the forced religious conversion of 
American children. 

10. Revoke the tax-free status of all Saudi-financed charities in the United 
States, in view of their political activities that fall under the terrorist 
statutes. 
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1 1 . Immediately revoke the visas of all Saudi dependents of diplomats in the 
United States, including members of the Saudi royal family. 

12. Increase purchases of petroleum products from Venezuela, Canada, 
Norway, and other non-Arab nations. The Province of Alberta, Canada, for 
example, according to the Province’s Prime Minister, has 7 times the oil 
reserves of Saudi Arabia. 

13. Pursuant to the Freedom from Religious Persecution Act, impose severe 
economic sanctions on Saudi Arabia, especially automobile and rice 
exports. 

14. Press Saudi Arabia to allow religious freedom for all citizens and non- 
citizens in the kingdom. 

15. Allow no educational, cultural, or economic exchange programs between 
Saudi Arabia and the United States. 

16. Press Saudi Arabia to pay the United States reparations for the 
enslavement of American children, particularly females. 

17. Press the United Nations to censure and condemn Saudi Arabia for its 
violation of the Convention on the Rights of the Child, in view of Saudi 
Arabia’s long history of kidnapping, false imprisonment, and hostage- 
holding of American and other children. 

1 8. Bring charges against Saudi Arabia before the World Court for crimes 
against humanity - notably the kidnapping of American and other 
children, the enslavement and genocide of African children, and the 
enslavement of the entire population of Afghanistan through its funding of 
an army of Wahhabi thugs and the madrasas that educated these thugs. 

19. Press Saudi Arabia to give American mothers unfettered access to their 
children in Saudi Arabia at times convenient to the mothers; press the 
Saudis to pay for all expenses related to these visits; drop the sponsorship 
and “letter of no objection” requirements for American mothers wanting to 
visit their children; provide protection for American mothers from their 
violent and abusive Saudi ex-husbands; require the Saudi ex-husbands to 
pay all back child support owed to the mothers under U.S. court orders. 

20. Press Saudi Arabia to begin immediately forcing all Saudi kidnappers to 
take their American children to a U.S. Embassy or Consulate for regular 
Welfare and Whereabouts Checks. 
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21. Press Saudi Arabia to provide the addresses and phone numbers of their 
children and force the kidnappers to allow regular communication with the 
children. 

22. Flag the U.S. passports of any and all American citizens married to, living 
with, or suspected of being accomplices of the Saudi kidnappers of 
American children. Order the detention of all such U.S. citizens when they 
re-enter the U.S. for questioning and/or arrest by the FBI. Seize any Saudi 
travel documents of such persons if they try to leave the U.S. 

23. Bring charges against the American accomplices of the Saudi kidnappers. 

24. Review the international parental kidnapping statutes, and amend the 
statutes to bring the penalties more in line with other kidnapping statutes. 
A 3-year prison term is just not a deterrent. 

25. When an American child is internationally kidnapped, require local 
authorities to get the FBI involved immediately. In my case, it took 2 days 
for this to happen. By then my child was gone. 

26. Require the FBI to bypass the Provisional Arrest Request requirements 
from local authorities, who are not always willing to guarantee the costs of 
extradition. Require the FBI to issue the Arrest request directly and not 
provisionally. 

27. Require the FBI to issue immediately Interpol Arrest warrants, Red notices 
on the kidnapper. Red notices on the children so that they can be detained 
long enough for the mother to retrieve them, and Diffusions. 

28. Press the Saudis to pay reparations to the mothers of kidnapped children 
for their expenses, pain and suffering, and punitive damages. 

29. Provide government lawyers to all parents of children kidnapped to Saudi 
Arabia so that they can launch a class action lawsuit against the Kingdom 
for reparations and punitive damages. 

30. Covert action ordered by the President 
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Mr. Burton. Mr. Rives. 

Mr. Rives. Mr. Chairman and members, thank you for the oppor- 
tunity to testify before you today regarding my children’s illegal ab- 
duction and retention in Saudi Arabia. Along with me are my three 
other children, Ginger Ann McKay, Benjamin Michael Rives and 
Aaron Scott Rives, who have come here today to show support for 
me, as well as their love and concern for their brother and sister, 
Lilly Michelle Rives and Sami Michael Rives, who are being held 
in Saudi Arabia illegally by my ex-wife with the help of the Saudi 
Arabian Government. 

Normally, I am a very private person and seldom ever share any- 
thing of a personal nature outside my immediate family. In fact, 
there have been only two times in my life important enough to 
share my personal feelings in a public forum: my father’s eulogy 
and the discussion before you today, because I need your help to 
get Sami and Lilly out of Saudi Arabia and returned home to 
Texas, as ordered by the District Court in Dallas. 

To begin, let me introduce my precious babies, Lilly and Sami. 

Lilly is my treasure. She is my first daughter from scratch and 
she is only 4 years old. She has the sweetness of an angel, a giggle 
that can tickle your spine, and a look that can melt the coldest of 
hearts. Our relationship was such that we could communicate just 
by looking at each other. In just 6 days though, I am going to miss 
yet another one of her birthdays when she turns 5. 

And Sami, he is my buddy. He is only 3 years old and has the 
perkiness of a puppy, always following me around and wanting to 
sit by me at all times. Right now, he likes Batman and farm ani- 
mals and finds joy in the most unusual things. He loves the com- 
mercial for Mattress Giant and the game show. The Weakest Link. 
In fact, the only English he was speaking before he left a year ago 
was the end of that show’s tag line. We’d go, “Sami, you are the 
weakest link,” and he would go “Good-bye.” It was so cute. 

I cannot imagine any more wonderful children than Sami and 
Lilly, because they are just like their brothers and sister. As you 
can imagine, this has been a very tough time for us, continually 
wondering whether we will ever be able to see them again and now 
wondering whether we will be able to extract them from a country 
to which they don’t belong. 

Lilly and Sami are citizens of the United States of America and 
of the United States only. As you may know, under Saudi law, chil- 
dren take the nationality of their father, regardless of where they 
are born. Also under Saudi law, dual or multiple citizenships are 
not allowed. A person can be only Saudi or be only something else. 
Of course, the Saudi Government can bestow the nationality on 
those to whom they wish if that individual will also give up their 
previous nationality. This is what happened in my ex-wife’s case 
and, God forbid, might be happening to Lilly and Sami right now. 

My ex-wife is Syrian national by birth. She was a Syrian na- 
tional at the time we married in 1996 and a Syrian national at the 
time of each of my children’s birth. 

However, 2 years ago, her father requested and got the Saudi 
Government to give the Saudi nationality to my ex-wife and to her 
sister because of his personal relationship with certain members of 
the royal family. As a result, she is no longer considered a Syrian 
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and, since our divorce, has been using the Saudi nationality solely 
as a tool to keep my children in Saudi Arabia. 

Now she and her father appear to be in the process of getting the 
Saudi nationality for my children in order to keep them in Saudi 
Arabia and to take away their birthrights as Americans. If she suc- 
ceeds, it will be particularly damaging to my daughter’s rights and 
freedoms. She will automatically be limited to the type of education 
she can receive, the type of profession she can aspire to, and even 
to the person she may marry. A Saudi woman can marry only a 
Saudi man. Moreover, both Lilly and Sami will lose liberties we as 
Americans enjoy, most important of which is the freedom of reli- 
gion. 

To get them the Saudi nationality though, my ex-wife must re- 
quest and obtain the direct involvement of the Saudi Government 
and the Saudi Government’s complicity in violating not only my 
rights as Lilly and Sami’s father under Saudi law, but also in vio- 
lating the orders issued by the District Court having jurisdiction 
over my children. 

Apparently, this is not a problem for the Saudi Government. In 
fact, that government has already taken direct action to camouflage 
my children’s identities as Americans. This past June, that govern- 
ment, the Saudi Government, readily provided my ex-wife with 
Saudi passports for Lilly and Sami and took away their American 
passports. The Saudi Government did this with the full knowledge 
that Lilly, Sami and I are American nationals only, since this is 
clearly stated on my children’s Saudi birth certificates, as well as 
their American birth certificates issued by the U.S. Embassy in Ri- 
yadh. 

The Saudi Government also restricts my ability to see my chil- 
dren. For example, I cannot get a visa to Saudi Arabia unless my 
ex-wife agrees to my going over there. And, of course, her agree- 
ment depends more on how she feels about me than my rights to 
see my children or my children’s rights to see me. 

When my — in fact, that is the reason I filed for a divorce in the 
first place. When my ex-wife and children left for Saudi Arabia in 
July 2001, I believed their trip to be their usual vacation to visit 
her parents. Unlike before, though, I insisted I have a visa to Saudi 
for the length of their 2-month planned vacation in advance of their 
going. During the trip, I spoke with her frequently over the tele- 
phone and never had an indication of anything out of the ordinary. 

Then the day after September 11, 2001, my ex-wife called to say 
that she planned to stay a little longer. At first, I didn’t think any- 
thing about it, but I did remind her that my visa, coincidentally, 
had just expired and needed to be renewed. After several days of 
one delay after another, I told her fiat out I had to have the visa. 
That is when she told me, no, and told me that she had her father 
stop his efforts to get one for me. She said she was having second 
thoughts about her life in the United States away from her family 
and that she didn’t want me to come over there until I could guar- 
antee that I would not take the children. 

I told her I had a right to go over there and see my children, and 
that if she didn’t get a visa for me, I would cutoff her credit cards 
and use the money to take legal action against her. Although her 
parents are very wealthy and were providing, and are continuing 
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to provide, for all their needs, she didn’t like the idea of her extra 
money being cutoff. So on September 22, 2001, I got a voice mail 
that stated, in part, “You have gone too far. I am taking the chil- 
dren where you will never, ever find us, so don’t bother looking.” 

According to the Saudi Arabian embassy in Washington, DC, at 
that time, there was nothing I could do to compel her to return the 
children nor any way I could get a visa to Saudi Arabia, even 
though we were still married. I requested assistance from my ex- 
wife’s brothers and sister, but they refused to help. 

At this point, I knew I had to have something legal in hand if 
I was ever to see my children again, and filed for divorce, on Octo- 
ber 15 of last year. 

On December 18, 2001, I got my first divorce by default from my 
ex-wife and was awarded custody of Lilly and Sami. Then I got in 
touch with the State Department. The State Department official 
with whom I dealt, Ms. Beth Payne, Office of Children’s Issues, has 
been very helpful and outlined what the Department, FBI and INS 
could do to help encourage my ex-wife to return my children to the 
United States. 

However, before any action could be implemented, my ex-wife 
filed a counter petition for divorce in April of this year in the Dal- 
las District Court, and thereby, according to my lawyer, conceded 
to the jurisdiction of the Dallas court. I willingly agreed to reopen 
the case to let her have her day in court. But it soon became appar- 
ent that all she was doing was having her father try to break me 
financially. 

They attempted one ploy after another to delay or prolong the 
process. Fortunately, the court saw through their actions and set 
the final trial date for July 29, 2002. At that time I got my second 
divorce and was once again awarded total custody of Lilly and 
Sami. 

So after 9 months and over $33,000 in legal fees, I got two di- 
vorces and twice received sole custody of my children. But what I 
didn’t get were Lilly and Sami, or a way to get them out of Saudi 
Arabia. 

Since that time, the State Department has made the decision to 
deny visas to the United States to my ex-wife’s parents and sib- 
lings. In my situation, this may be an effective tool to encourage 
her to return my children, because her family, as I said, is wealthy 
and is held in high regard in Saudi society, the government and 
the business community and will likely need to come to the United 
States in the future. 

Additionally, the FBI recently issued a warrant for my ex-wife’s 
arrest and plans to forward it to Interpol, through which it will be 
enforced in countries that are signatories to the Hague Convention. 
Upon entry into such countries, my ex-wife would be arrested and 
the children returned to me. Unfortunately, countries in the Middle 
East will not honor this warrant. Finally, INS has suspended my 
ex-wife’s Green Card. 

All of this, though, even if it works, will take time, but as we 
have seen from the testimony to date, time is so precious. It has 
been over 1 year since I have seen Lilly and Sami, and there is no 
way I can have a relationship with them while they are in Saudi 
Arabia. 
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Until recently, I have been able to speak with them over the tele- 
phone, but they are taught to speak Arabic only, which I do not 
speak. So all we have been able to do is just listen to each other’s 
voices. And now because of the actions I have taken, they have 
even stopped that. 

Additionally, when I do go to Saudi Arabia, I will be extremely 
vulnerable because of the influence my ex-wife’s father and broth- 
ers have and the ill will she and they now have toward me because 
of my actions to rescue my children. In fact, I just found out that 
my ex-wife has brought, or plans to bring, criminal charges against 
me in the Saudi court for crimes against Islam, accusing me of bap- 
tizing my children and taking them to church. 

Also she tells me that her father has hired 24-hour armed secu- 
rity guards to keep me away from the children without her permis- 
sion. As a result, once in the country, they could easily have me 
jailed or even killed and be completely justified in their actions. 

Aside from the risks, though, involved in trying to see my chil- 
dren, I am more concerned about my children’s future rights as 
citizens of the United States. As I have emphasized throughout this 
statement, the Saudi Government is stealing their rights from 
them as the U.S. State Department stands by helplessly and 
watches. Yet the Saudi Government has no legal basis to do any- 
thing in regard to my children’s nationality or in preventing them 
from coming home. 

Lilly and Sami are not Saudi nationals and never legally could 
be without my involvement. Therefore, I beseech you, Mr. Chair- 
man, the committee and President Bush, to demand that Crown 
Prince Abdullah order the return of my children to the United 
States immediately. After all, the Saudis’ argument in the past in 
regard to these custody issues was that it was a private matter 
about the children they considered to be Saudi nationals and that 
we should respect their laws. Well, in my case, they have no such 
argument because under their own law, my children are American 
nationals only, and I, as their father, and as stated in three court 
orders issued by the District Court in Dallas, have the sole right 
to decide where and with whom they should live. 

Chairman Burton and members, let me conclude by saying that 
I was quite taken by the outrage that you all expressed during 
your hearing last June when you all heard about how the Saudis 
were trampling on the rights of American parents and their chil- 
dren who were illegally held in Saudi Arabia. I was equally im- 
pressed with the direct action you took to go to Saudi Arabia in Au- 
gust to work out a solution regarding our children. However, as you 
found out, the Saudis simply will not listen to what they are not 
made to hear. 

Therefore, I believe that it is time for the United States to make 
the Saudis sit up and listen and let them know that we are serious 
about getting our American children home, instead of letting the 
Saudis continue to kick sand in our faces. 

Thank you. This concludes my statement. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Rives follows:] 
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TESTIMONY 

Before the Committee on Govermnent Reform 
House of Representatives 

“Americans Kidnapped to Saudi Arabia: Is the Saudi Government Responsible?” 

Statement of Michael E. Rives. Father of 
Two Children Held lUegallv in Saudi Arabia 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee; 

Thank you for the opportunity to testily before you today regarding my children’s abduction and 
illegal retention in Saudi Arabia. Along with me are my three other children — Ginger Ann 
McKay, Benjamin Michael Rives, and Aaron Scott Rives — ^who have also come here today to 
show their support for me and concern for their brother and sister — Lilly Michelle Rives and 
Sami Michael Rives — ^who are being held illegally in Saudi Arabia by my exwife with the help 
of the Saudi Arabian Government. Normally, I am a very private person and seldom share 
anything of a personal nature with those outside my immediate family — in fact, there have been 
only two occasions in my life that have been important enough for me share my personal feelings 
in a public forum — my father’s eulogy and my discussion before you today because I need your 
help and that of the Committee’s to get Lilly and Sami out of Saudi Arabia and returned safely to 
their home in Texas as ordered by the Federal District Court in Dallas. 

To begin, let me introduce my precious babies: Lilly and Sami 

Lilly is my treasure. She is my first daughter from scratch and is only 4 years old. She has the 
sweetness of an angel, a giggle that can tickle your spine, and a look that can melt the coldest of 
hearts. Our relationship was such that we could communicate just by looking at each other. In 
just 6 days though, I will miss yet, another one of her birthdays when she turns 5 . 

And Sami. . .he’s my buddy. He is only 3 years old and has the perkiness of a puppy, always 
following me around and insisting upon sitting next to me at all times. Right now, he likes 
Batman and farm animals and finds joy in the most unusual things. He loves the commercial for 
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Mattress Giant and the game show: The Weakest Link. In fact, the only English he was speaking 
before he left was the end of that show’s tag line. We would tell him, ’’Sami, you are the 
weakest link.” Then, he would say “good bye.” It was soooooooo cute! 

I cannot imagine any more wonderful children than Lilly and Sami, because they are just like 
their other brothers and sister. As you can imagine, this is been a very tough time for 
me. . .continually questioning whether I would ever see them again and now wondering whether I 
will ever be able to extract them from a Country to which they don’t belong. 

Lilly and Sami are citizens of the United States of America and of the United States, only! As 
you may know, under Saudi law, children take the nationality of their father — regardless of 
where they are bom. Also, under Saudi law, dual or multiple nationalities or citizenships are not 
allowed. A person can be only Saudi or be only something else. However, the Saudi 
Government can bestow the Saudi Nationality on those to whom they wish, if the individual will 
also give up their previous nationality. This is what happened in my wife’s case, and God forbid, 
may be happening right now to Lilly and Sami. Specifically, my exwife is a Syrian National by 
birth and had the Syrian Nationality at the time of our marriage and also at the time of the birth 
of each of my children. However, about 2 years ago, her father requested and got the Saudi 
Government to give the Saudi Nationality to my ex-wife and to her sister because of the special 
relationship he has with certain members of the Royal Family. As a result, she no longer 
considered a Syrian National and, since our divorce, has been using the Saudi Nationality solely 
as a tool to hold my children in Saudi Arabia. 

Now, she and her father appear to be in the process of getting the Saudi Nationality for my 
children in order to keep them in Saudi Arabia and to take away their birth right as Americans. 

If she succeeds, it will be particularly damaging to my daughter’s rights and freedom— Lilly will 
automatically be limited in the type of education she can receive, the type of profession she can 
aspire to, and even to the person she may marry — as a Saudi woman, she can marry only a Saudi 
man. Moreover, both Lilly and Sami will lose the liberties we as Americans enjoy, most 
important of which is the freedom of religion. 
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To get them the Saudi Nationality though, my ex-wife must request and obtain the direct 
involvement of the Saudi Govemmcoit and the Saudi Government’s complicity in violating not 
only my rights as Lilly and Sami’s father, under Saudi law, but also in violating the orders issued 
by the U.S. District Court having jurisdiction over the children,' Apparently, this is not a 
problem for the Saudi Government; in fact, that Government has already taken direct action to 
camouflage my children’s identity as Americans. This past June, the Government readily 
provided my exwife Saudi passports for Lilly and Sami, and took away their American 
passports.^ The Saudi Government did this with the full knowledge that Lilly, Sami, and I are 
American Nationals only, since this is clearly stated on my children’s Saudi birth certificates,^ as 
well as their American birth certificates issued by the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh. 

The Saudi Government also restricts my ability to see my children. For example, I cannot get a 
visa to Saudi Arabia unless my ex-wife agr ees to my going over there. And of course, her 
agreement depends more on how she feels about me than it does on my rights see my children or 
tlieir rights to see me. In fact, this is reason why I filed for the divorce in the first place last 
October. When my exwife and children left for Saudi Arabia in July 2001 , 1 believed their trip 
to be their usual annual vacation to visit her parents. Unlike before though, I insisted that I have 
a visa to Saudi for the length of their planned 2-month stay, in advance of their going. During 
their trip, I spoke with my exwife frequently over the telephone and never had indication of 
anything out of the ordinary. 

Then, the day after September 1 1, 2001, my exwife called to say that she planned on staying a 
little longer. At first, I didn’t think anything of it, but I did remind her that my visa, 
“coincidentally,” had just expired and needed to be renewed. After several days of one delay 
after another, I told her flat out that I had to have the visa. That’s when she told me no, and told 


■ My ex-wife even conceded to this court’s jurisdiction when she and her numerous lawyers filed a counter-petition 
for divorce last April. This action ended on July 29, 2002; with me obtain full and total custody of both Lill y and 
Sami. 

^ I have been unable to find out whether Lilly and Sami got separate passports or where placed on my exwife's 
passport as is often the case with mother's and minor children. Additionally, the Saudi Government has ignored two 
diplomatic requests from the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh to retrieve their American Passports. 

^ Lilly and Sami were both born in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia. But, unlike tlie practice in the U.S.> a person does not 
receive the Nationality by virtue of their birth in that country; in Saudi Arabia, the child takes the Nationality of their 
father, only. 
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me that she had her father to stop his efforts to get one for me. She said that she was having 
second thoughts about her life in the United States away from her family and that she didn’t want 
me to come over there until I could guarantee her that I would not take the children home with 
me. I told her that I had a right to go over there to see my children and that if she didn’t get a 
visa for me I would cut off her credit cards and used the money to take legal action against her. 
Although her parents are very wealthy and were providing and are continuing to provide for all 
of their needs, she didn’t like the idea that her extra spending money would be cut off, so on 
September 22, 2001 , 1 got a voice mail that stated in part, “. . . you’ve gone too far. I am taking 
the children to where you will never, ever find us, so don’t bother looking!” 

According to the Saudi Arabian Embassy in Washington, D.C. at that time, there was nothing 
that I could do to compel her to return the children nor anyway that 1 could get a visa to Saudi 
Arabia even though we were still married. I requested assistance from exwife’s brothers and 
sister — ^but they refused to help.'* At this point, I knew I would need something legal, in hand, if 
I was ever to see my children again and filed for divorce on October 15, 2001. On December 18, 
2001, 1 got my first divorce (by default) from my exwife and was awarded custody of the Lilly 
and Sami; then, got in touch with the U.S. State Department. The State Department official, 
with whom I dealt, Ms. Beth Payne, Office of Children’s Issues, has been very helpful and 
outlined what the Department, FBI, and INS could do to help encourage my exwife to return my 
children to me in the United States. 

However, before any action could be implemented, my exwife filed a counter-petition for 
divorce in April 2002 in the Dallas District Court and thereby, according to my lawyer, conceded 
to the jurisdiction of the Dallas Court. I willingly agreed to reopen the case so that she could 
have her “day in court.” But, it soon became apparent that all she was doing was having her 
father try to break me financially. They attempted one ploy after another to delay or prolong the 
process. Fortunately, the court saw through her actions, especially after she defied a June 14, 
2002, court order to appear in Dallas with the children, and set the final trial date for July 29, 
2002. At that time, I got my second divorce and was once again awarded total custody of Lilly 
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and Sami. So, after 9 months and over $33,000 in legal fees, I got 2 divorces and twice-received 
sole custody of my children; but what I didn’t get, were Lilly and Sami, or a way to extract them 
from Saudi Arabia. 

Since that time, the State Department has made the decision to deny visas to the United States to 
my exwife’s parents and siblings. In my situation, this may be an effective tool to encourage her 
to return my children because her family is wealthy and held in high regard in Saudi society, the 
government, and the business community and will likely need to come to the United States in the 
future. Additionally, the FBI recently issued a warrant for my exwife’s arrest and plans 
forwarded it to INTERPOL through which it will be enforced in countries that are signatories to 
the Hague Convention. Upon entry into such countries, my exwife would be arrested and the 
children returned to me. Unfortunately, countries in the Middle East will not honor this warrant. 
Finally, INS has suspended my exwife’s Green Card. 

All of this though — even if it works-will take time, but time is so precious! It has been over 1 
year since I have seen Lilly and Sami and there is no way that I can ever have a relationship with 
them while they are in Saudi Arabia. Granted, I have been able to speak with them over the 
telephone, but they are being taught to speak Arabic, only — which I do not speak; so all we are 
able to do is to listen to each other’s voices. Additionally, when I do go to Saudi Arabia, I will 
be extremely vulnerable because of the influence my ex-wife’s father and brothers have and the 
ill will she and they now have towards me because of my actions to rescue my children. In fact, 

I just found out that my ex-wife has brought criminal charges against me in Saudi Court for 
crimes against Islam, accusing me of baptizing my children and taking them to church. Also, she 
tells me that her father has hired armed, 24-hour security guards to keep me away from the 
children without her permission. As a result, once in the country, they could easily have me 
jailed or even killed and be “completely” justified in their actions. 

Aside from the risks involved in trying to see my children though, I am more concerned about 
my children’s future rights as citizens of the United States. As I have emphasized throughout 

They too told me that they did not want to take the chance that I would take the children home because 10 years 
ago my exwife willingly gave up two daughters— who were 4 and 6 years old at the time of her divorce from their 
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this statement, the Saudi Government is stealing their rights from them as the U.S. State 
Department stands by helplessly and watches. Yet the Saudi Government has no legal basis to 
do anything in regard to my children’s nationality or in preventing them from coming home. 
Sami and Lilly are not Saudi National and never legally could be without my involvement. 
Therefore, I beseech you — ^Mr. Chairman — ^the Coimnittee, and President Bush to demand that 
Crown Prince Abdullah order the return of my children to the United States, immediately! After 
all, the Saudi’s ar'gument in the past in regard to these custody issues was that it was a “private” 
matter about the children they considered to be Saudi National and that we should respect then- 
laws. Well, in my case they have no such argument because under their own law, my children 
are American National only, and I, as their father — and as also stated in 3 court orders issued by 
the Federal District Court in Dallas — have the sole right to decide where and with whom they 
should live. 

Chairman Burton and members of the committee, let me conclude by saying that I was quite 
taken by the outrage y’all expressed during your hearing this past June, when y’all heard about 
how the Saudi’s were trampling on the rights of American parents and their children, who were 
being held illegally in Saudi Arabia. I was equally impressed with the action you took to go to 
Saudi in August to try to work out a solution with them regarding our children. However, as yor 
found out, the Saudi’s simply will not listen to what they ARE NOT made to hear. Therefore, I 
believe that it is time for the United States to make the Saudi’s sit up and listen. . .and to show 
them that we ARE serious about getting our American children home; instead of letting the 
Saudi’s continue to “kick sand in our faces!” 

Thank you. This concludes my statement. 


Syrian father— and has since regretted it. 
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Mr. Burton. Let me just correct you on one point, and that is, 
our State Department can do something about it. The problem is 
they haven’t because they haven’t really wanted to. We just have 
to keep pressure on them. 

I do believe that Secretary Powell is moving in the right direc- 
tion, and I think the President is, and we will just have to keep 
making sure they head in that direction. 

The problem is we have this darned war staring us in the face. 
Hopefully, that will not be a very big impediment. 

Ms. Dabbagh. 

Ms. Dabbagh. Congressman Burton and members for Govern- 
ment Reform, I come before you today as yet another parent whose 
child has been abducted to Saudi Arabia. My child is not Saudi. My 
ex-husband is not a Saudi either. 

I have a U.S. custody order. I have an Islamic custody order from 
Syria, quite a feat for an American Christian woman. Our FBI has 
issued a Federal warrant for the arrest of Mohamad Hisham. 
Syria, likewise, has issued warrant for his arrest for kidnapping 
my daughter. Our Congress and our U.S. Senate passed the first 
and only Sense of Congress and Sense of the Senate resolution ask- 
ing that Saudi Arabia and Syria return Nadia to the United States. 
Yet, all efforts have failed to produce even the most meager results. 

Nadia is now 12 years old. I kissed her good-bye just before her 
third birthday on November 3, 1992, for a court-ordered, unsuper- 
vised visitation, knowing that I would never see her again. You see, 
my ex had promised to kidnap her, but the courts didn’t find my 
testimony credible. 

The night before Nadia was to go visit her father, I sat by her 
bed watching her sleep. As the clock quickly ticked off the minutes 
that I had left with her, I knew when morning came, she would be 
gone forever. It was the longest night of my life, and the torturous 
hours were witness to my fear. 

As I watched Nadia sleep, I told myself to memorize every detail 
of her chubby little cheeks. I caressed the dimples on the back of 
her hand and brushed a wisp of hair from her eyes. She slept the 
sound sleep of the innocent. I choked back tears so that my grief 
would not awaken her. I sat remembering our conversation the day 
before. 

It was the start of the holiday season. My curious toddler asked 
what a Christmas tree was in the department store. The lights and 
brightly colored ornaments held her gaze. I explained to her that 
we would have a Christmas tree like that and that her grand- 
mother and aunts and uncles and cousins would all be together, 
and we would eat all our favorite foods. She turned her little face 
toward me and, smiling, said, “I want to eat hamburgers under the 
Christmas tree.” 

Ladies and gentlemen, Christmas never came to our house that 
year and Nadia never ate hamburgers under the Christmas tree. 
Where Nadia was taken, they don’t have stockings hanging on the 
fireplace and no Christmas trees to eat hamburgers under. There 
are no Easter parades and no tooth fairies. Her magical world of 
childhood was left behind when she was kidnapped. She even left 
her favorite blanket behind, the one she cuddled with at night. I 
dared not wash it after she was taken for fear I would lose the 
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faint scent of her that still lingered on the beloved Kool-Aid stained 
“blankie.” 

While it would take more than a year for Interpol to determine 
that Nadia had been taken to Saudi Arabia, the information pro- 
vided no relief. Efforts to bring Nadia home were met with dis- 
appointment after disappointment. 

I continue to worry about Nadia. I have not seen her since she 
left the United States nearly a decade ago. I have not had a phone 
call with her or a photo or a letter. There has been absolutely no 
communication of any kind, either directly or indirectly. 

I worry about Nadia because no one has seen her. My ex-hus- 
band had threatened to kill her. I worry about Nadia because my 
ex-husband had revealed to me that his family had arranged her 
marriage to a cousin in Syria when she was only 9 weeks old. My 
ex-husband’s mother married at the age of 13 and his sister mar- 
ried at the age of 14. Nadia is now 12 , and my fears increase with 
each passing year. 

Things are different for Nadia and me since that fateful day in 
1992. She was ripped from everything that had served to identify 
who she was. This tiny child of just 2 years old was taken from her 
mother, her relatives and her community. She was not allowed to 
take her pet bird, Chiquita, that she loved. She would be forced to 
leave behind her toys, her friends and her language. Even trips to 
Taco Bell for her favorite food would be denied her now, and she 
would never again feed the ducks in the small pond behind our 
house. For me, I would continue to be a parent, but my role would 
be redefined in a most drastic way. 

For 10 years I have been a left-behind parent. I am a parent that 
does not tuck a child in bed at night. My arms are empty and my 
heart aches. I do not get annual school photos of Nadia. Instead, 
I get computer-age enhanced photos periodically, showing what she 
might look like today. I do not throw Nadia birthday parties, cele- 
brating each year as she grows. Instead, I receive condolence cards 
from various missing children’s organizations on her birthday. 

I do not walk into Wal-Mart stores to do back-to-school shopping. 
When I go to Wal-Mart, I silently gaze up at the wall of missing 
children’s posters and note that Nadia’s is still hanging there. 
Through the years, I have not saved money for her college edu- 
cation. Instead, every available dollar was used to pay for lawyers, 
investigators, long distance telephone calls and overseas travel ex- 
penses. I have spent $200,000 trying to bring her home. 

I come before Congress today pleading that Nadia be returned. 
Nadia was sexually abused by her father and underwent investiga- 
tion by Social Services at the time he fled the country with the tiny 
toddler. He was under investigation by the Secret Service for laun- 
dering money for arms. 

I request that the Saudis would immediately provide American 
authorities with specific details and the history of recent travel to 
Saudi Arabia, including when she entered the country, if she has 
left, where she stayed and all other information. While they may 
very well consider a man with my ex-husband’s background an 
asset and may wish to continue providing him sanctuary, my child 
is young and not capable of providing the Saudis with any particu- 
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lar contribution that would support their efforts to destroy inter- 
national threads of cooperation. 

Saudi Arabia became a signatory to the United Nations Conven- 
tion on the Rights of the Child January 26 , 1996. Their obligation 
under this treaty in regards to Nadia are as follows: 

Article 2: State parties shall respect and ensure the rights set 
forth in the present convention to each child within their jurisdic- 
tion without discrimination of any kind, irrespective of that child’s 
or his or her parents’ or legal guardian’s race, color, sex, language, 
religion, political or other opinion, national, ethnic or social origin, 
property, birth or other status. 

State parties shall take all appropriate measures to ensure that 
the child is protected against all forms of discrimination or punish- 
ment on the basis of the status, activities, expressed opinions or be- 
lief of the child’s parent, legal guardian or family members. 

State parties undertake to respect the right of a child to preserve 
his or her identity, including nationality, name and family relations 
as recognized by law without unlawful interference. 

State parties shall ensure that a child not be separated from his 
or her parents against their will. 

State parties shall respect the right of the child who is separated 
from one or both parents to maintain personal relations and direct 
contact with both parents on a regular basis. 

Saudi Arabia has not facilitated any action, program or laws that 
would effectively address their obligation under the child’s rights 
treaties. Their blatant disregard for international law, Islamic law 
and basic human compassion is well documented, and a reputation 
earned long before they began the practice of killing females before 
burying them instead of burying them alive. Their barbaric culture 
has long been under fire by human rights groups worldwide. 

My ex-husband found a haven where he can continue practicing 
his debauchery without fear of reprisal. He can continue to sexu- 
ally abuse toddlers without fear of persecution. He can continue to 
support and be part of extremist religious factions that support 
jihad. He can continue to disregard any law, whether it be civil, re- 
ligious or moral, in this desert kingdom that spends more time, en- 
ergy and effort on covering up the truth of their decadence than 
they do at attempting to provide remedies. 

For the Saudis, the ideology that they are a privileged people and 
exempt from all accountability continues to cause havoc, chaos and 
harm. They have disenfranchised themselves as part of the inter- 
national community of human rights, while at the same time de- 
manding that they be recognized as world partners in improving 
the lives of humankind. They are bullies. They have not been able 
to fool the world into believing otherwise by sending their expen- 
sive public relations experts to spin half-truths, lies and cover-ups. 

My child is not a Saudi. 

Ladies and gentlemen of this Congress, I conclude my address by 
stating, Nadia means hope. It is hope that fuels my efforts to free 
Nadia. Perhaps 1 day, if it is God’s will, Nadia and I will eat ham- 
burgers under the Christmas tree. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Dabbagh follows:] 
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Prepared Statement of Maureen Dabbagh 
Before the Committee on Government Reform 
U.S. House of Representatives 
107th Congress, 2nd Session 
Washington, D.C. 

October 2, 2002 


Congressman Burton and members of the Committee on Government Reform, I come before you 
today as yet another parent whose child has been parentally kidnapped and taken to Saudi 
Arabia. In 1988 I married Mohamad Hisham Dabbagh, a Syrian attending college in Florida. We 
married only months after meeting, and with my understanding that we were in agreement 
regarding issues of children, religion, domicile and our future goals. We had our daughter, 

Nadia Dabbagh in 1990. She was healthy and beautiful and everything I could have wished for. 

The numerous conversations regarding our compatibility and agreements on family issues was 
quickly dismissed by Hisham shortly after om wedding. I quickly learned that my husband had 
intentionally deceived me in an effort to heighten his chances at marriage. He revealed to me that 
he needed to obtain American citizenship in order to secure an American passport. It is important 
to understand that he did not want to be an American citizen. He openly expressed his disdain for 
America. He only wanted the passport as he stated it afforded him the ability to travel without 
restriction. The conflicts within the family had grown to physical abuse against Nadia and me. I 
was broken hearted to learn that the man I had fallen in love with and married had deliberately 
put into place deceptions aimed at forwarding his own goals at my expense. We lived together 
only three years before I initiated divorce proceedings. 

The courts granted my request for a divorce on the grounds of extreme cruelty in 1992. I was 
given sole custody of Nadia and Hisham was restricted from visiting or even knowing where we 
lived as a result of his death threats and physical violence. 

Months after the court decision, I finally felt free. Nadia and I enjoyed life without fear of 
violence or harm. She thrived and no longer ran to me, grabbing my legs when she would hear 
Hisham come home from work. Our peace and joy did not last long. Hisham filed a motion for 
another trial in court and wanted custody. A new judge would preside over this case and had 
determined that Hisham should be granted a temporary, unsupervised, out of state, visitation of 
Nadia until she could make her ruling. I had revealed to the court that Hisham had threatened to 
abduct Nadia and begged that they not force two-year old Nadia to go to Florida to visit her 
father unsupervised. The court did not change its decision. I said good-bye to Nadia on 
November 3, 1992. 1 knew I would never see her again. 

It took more than a year before INTERPOL determined where Nadia had been taken. They found 
that she had entered the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. I had not sat idle while authorities were 
looking for Nadia. I traveled to Syria and availed myself to the Islamic courts in Damascus, 
requesting custody and did receive it. You see, Syria would not recognize my American custody 
order. This is quit a feat for an American Christian woman. I also learned that Hisham was being 
investigated for laundering money for arms when Secret service came to my home to debrief me. 
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Nadia is not a Saudi and neither was Hisham. He was Syrian and Nadia was solely an American 
citizen, as her birth had never been registered in S3rria. Still, Hisham was able to secure a 
fraudulent Syrian passport for her and they lived in the Kingdom. Since I had been able to 
successfully litigate in the Islamic court in Syria and obtain an Islamic custody order, I had 
thought it would be easy to have Nadia returned. After all, she was not a Saudi and I had an 
Islamic custody order. 

My personal experience in working with Saudi authorities has not been successful. A Saudi 
embassy diplomat told me that they did not recognize my American custody order nor did they 
recognize the Islamic custody order. I was told I would have to litigate my case once again in the 
Saudi Islamic court. I did not pursue that advice for several reasons. Firstly, I was financially not 
able after litigating in the USA and Syria. Secondly, I had no confidence in litigating in Saudi 
because they did not recognize Sharia law. 

The Saudis told me that the American warrant for the arrest of Mohamad Hisham Dabbagh 
would not be acknowledged and neither would the warrant issued for his arrest fi'om Syria. Both 
countries have issued the warrants for kidnapping Nadia. 

American officials have worked diligently to secure Saudi cooperation in the hopes that contact 
could be made with Nadia and to secure her return. The efforts of various State Department 
offices and branches have included: 

• Requests and confirmation on Nadia's whereabouts 

• Request and information on Mohammed Hisham Dabbagh 

■ Requests for a welfare check on Nadia 

I have requested an entrance visa into Saudi Arabia for the purposes of attempting to contact 
Nadia. The Saudi's refused my request. 

The U.S. Department of Justice also responded aggressively to the kidnapping of Nadia. And 
approached the Saudi's with the following requests: 

• Warrant for international parental kidnapping was issued for the arrest of Mohamad Hisham 
Dabbagh 

• Extradition of Mohamad Hisham Dabbagh 

■ INTERPOL request for whereabouts and welfare on Nadia in the Kingdom 

■ Voice of America place Hisham and Nadia on their International Crime Alert 

Still, the Saudi's remained imcooperative. 

Our Congress also stepped in on Nadia's behalf and aggressively addressed her abduction with 
the following: 

• Congressman Lampson sponsored a congressional resolution that was passed, calling for Saudi 
Arabia to retrrm Nadia to me. 
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still Saudi remained uncooperative. 

Missing children's intervened with various efforts slated at bringing Nadia home: 

■ Missing children's posters were created and distributed by: 

Child Watch of North America 

National Center for Missing and Exploited Children 

Vanished Children's Alliance 

Committee for Missing Children 

Child Quest International 

And others.. 

■ Letters were written to various agencies requesting assistance and support 
Still the Saudi's remained uncooperative. 

Then, the international community got involved. 

■ SOS of France, a missing children's organization funded by the French Ministry of Justice 
arranged meetings with dignitaries, wrote letters and lobbied for Nadia's return 

■ SOS in Switzerland featured Nadia on their web pages and wrote letters of support 

• Reunite, a government funded agency in the UK attempted to lend support. 

• German, Brazilian and French media reported on Nadia's plight. 

But the Saudi's would not respond. Then the public began to cry out. People I did not know and 
had never met. 

• Mass letters were sent to legislators bringing attention to Nadia's plight 

• Letters of support came to my home 

• Web sites created with Nadia's picture on it 

■ Even a song was produced and is now available for sale by a recording artist in Florida 

Yet, the Saudi's remain unmoved. My own efforts include a long list of both subtle and 
aggressive endeavors: 

• Protesting in front of the Saudi embassy 

• Organizing a candle light vigil in front of the White House for three consecutive years with 
parents and supporters from around the nation and the world. 

■ Writing a book on how to recover a child 

■ Hunger strike 

• More than 100 media interviews 

• Extensive travel to the Middle East to litigate and locate for Nadia's return 


Still, nothing I did whether directly related to Nadia's abduction or indirectly, Nothing changed. 
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Furthermore, Saudi Ar abia is in violation of the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the 
Child. Saudi Arabia is a signatory to this international treaty addressing the rights of children. 
This treaty also addresses issues of parental abduction and the transfer of chi Idren over 
international borders. It obligates signatories at the highest level to respond to cases of abduction 
and provide remedy by allowing entrance into and out of the country for purposes of family 
reunification. It states that a child has a right to know their parents and family and where they 
come from. But this treaty has also failed in providing relief in my case. 


■ My child is growing up in a country that still believes in child brides. 

• My child is growing up in a country where slavery continues. 

• My child is growing up in a country were female circumcision is legal. 

■ My daughter is growing up in a country where arranged marriages are the norm. 

■ My daughter is growing up in a country where women are so fearful of not being virgins when 
they marry that they go to Europe to have surgery that would remove any trace of their 
fornication. 

■ My child is living in a country where the sodomy of little boys and homosexuality I seen as an 
acceptable alternative to touching a woman that is not one's wife. 

■ My child is living in a country where a man can have up to four wives at a time. 

• My child is living in a country were state of the art drug rehab clinics hide the drug abuse 
problem there. 

■ My child is living in a land where public beheadings and mutilations are a way of law. 

The effects of such a society and culture on a hmnan being can clearly be seen in the conduct of 
Saudi officials themselves. They appear to lack any sense of natural compassion, In fact, while 
the Saudi's routinely refer to Allah as the most compassionate, It appears that compassion is a 
virtue the Saudi's believe is possessed only by a god. 


What excuse will tlie Saudi government give for not returning my child? 

What excuse will they give for not allowing me the opportunity to even visit with my child? 
What excuse will the Saudi's give for not returning Mohamad Hisham Dabba^ to the USA to 
stand trial for his crimes? 

Will they say Nadia is not in the Kingdom and therefore, there is nothing they can do? Certainly, 
this had been a pattern for years. Nadia is routinely in the Kingdom on visas that the Saudi's 
provided. When a government inquiry is made regarding Nadia, she is moved into Syria. My 
child is shuffled back and forth. She is currently in Riyadh. Will the Saudi’s respond to American 
officials be that she is not there? 


My brother fought in the Gulf war. He put his life on the line for the Saudis. In return, his niece 
was taken from him. My government has done all it can do. There is nothing more that my 
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government can do short of ordering a covert operation to forcibly rescue Nadia. 

To Saudi officials, I say this " My government is watching. My government is learning. The U.S. 
Department of Justice has funded research on abductors most likely to succeed. Their findings 
along with recommendations to family court judges are now finding their way into the hands of 
judges across the country. I have made it my personal crusade to prevent the abduction of 
American children abroad through early identification of abduction risk and provide testimony in 
courts across the land. Recommendations by the American Bar Association, Center on Children 
and the law in cases that present a strong showing for the likelihood to abduct include sole 
custody orders as well as limiting the high risk parent to supervised visitation. At this time, 
several Arab Muslim fathers have been placed, by order of the court, under armed guard 
supervision. I know for a fact that these fathers have called their embassy in the USA 
complaining. Still, the children are safe and the embassies know that I will fight for each child 
that is at risk. 

Saudi's refusal to cooperate at any level will only serve to re-enforce the pattern of abductions to 
Saudi Arabia as being umesolvable and the likelihood of recovery being non-existent. Saudi's 
refusal to cooperate will result in more Saudi fathers being placed under supervised visitation in 
order to prevent them from abducting their children when a risk has been shown. I know, 
because I do Case evaluations to determine risk for abductions at the pleasure of family courts 
and will 

Continue to provide case evaluations in an effort to prevent abductions when a risk has been 
shown. Saudi fathers can only blame their own government if they are not allowed to take their 
children to Saudi Arabia to visit. The horrendous track record of Saudi's response in these cases 
are unprecedented. In the Peggy Mohamad case, the Family court ordered that two of her four 
children be chosen to visit their father in Saudi Arabia. The Court believed that the father would 
not keep the children if only two were sent at a time. An Imam (Islamic holy man) even testified 
that he would escort the children to and from Saudi Arabia, ensuring they would not be retained 
there, in spite of the mother's protest. The court forced Peggy to choose, which of her two 
children would go to Saudi first. She agonized, knowing she would never see those children 
again. Peggy made that choice and as predicted, she has never seen her children again. The hnam 
responded to the deceit by claiming he has no authority to bring the children back to the USA. In 
the end, the story was highly publicized and serves as a reminder to judges of the extreme actions 
that have been taken in an effort to abduct children into the Kingdom. Saudi may have our 
children today, but they will not have them in the future. 

As for the assistance I have received from authorities in the United States I can honestly say that 
there are those individuals in agencies that have been like angels to me. My case has lasted a 
decade and I have meet many people. While the Office of Children's Issues has been involved in 
my case and has performed the perfunctionary duties of relaying information and requests, it has 
also demonstrated and disdain to me as the parent of an abducted child by trivializing my case, 
withholding information and placing diplomatic concerns over that of protecting my American 
citizen child. Parents have called me stating the case workers at the Office of Children's issues 
had warned them not to become involved with me and my efforts to lean support and remedy to 
parents whose children had been abducted abroad. As a result, I do not share information about 
my case with that Office. I fear they would take every opportunity available to them to sabotage 
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any effort they believed might bring productive results. I believe that it has been done in the past 
and that they would not hesitate to do it again. I have not been kind in my words regarding the 
State Department and certainly my efforts to organize parents and create a forum that eventually 
grew loud enough so that the Office of Children's issues was forced to give accountability has 
not earned me any respect from the Office of Children's issues. I am afraid of the Office of 
Children's issues. I have long heard the unkind remarks made about me and my efforts from 
many people. I am afraid that the Office of Children's issues will continue to do whatever they 
can to undermine efforts to recover my daughter. 

Remedies in these cases are complex and require a deep understanding of the many issues 
involved. But children do come home! They come home from countries like Syria, Lebanon, 
Egypt and Jordan. They come home through the efforts of Justice Department agencies, small 
missing children's organizations, lawyers and others. These successful returns are isolated and 
the know how is not shared nor is their effective training available to allow for greater numbers 
to be brought home. 

REMEDIES 

As for the United States Government, I am please to see a continued effort to bring about greater 
understanding into the complex issues of international child abduction with a view to seek 
remedy. I have been personally involved in about 300 cases of international child abduction and 
have been able to assist in the return of about 60 children. I am familiar with the obstacles, 
pitfalls, politics, loopholes and lack of resources that block effective return. Some problems are 
easily remedies, while others are far beyond my ability to resolve. 

■ Take non-Hague cases away from the State Department, Office of Children's issues. 

• Put in place laws that would regulate the covert recovery industry 

• Create an Office within the Justice Department that would handle non-Hague cases and employ 
SEASONED and experienced individuals with a PROVEN Track record in recovery from 
various agencies such as the FBI, Missing Children's agencies. 

• Make prevention a priority. Every judge in every family court in the United States should have 
a copy of the Justice Department funded research findings and recommendations on abductors 
published by the American Bar Association. 

Assigning non-Hague international abduction cases to the State Department, Office of Children's 
Issues is a recipe for disaster as it is a direct conflict of interest to place a criminal case in the 
hands of a diplomatic organization. The Office of Children's Issues has repeatedly demonstrated 
their priority of international relations over abducted children repeatedly. For example, the US 
has an extradition treaty with the country of Jordan for child abduction; yet, the State department 
policy of not supporting the issuance of an extradition request has influenced the way cases of 
abduction to Jordan are handle. Not a single extradition request for the return of a fugitive 
abductor has been issued. 

It is a conflict of interest for the State Department; Office of Children's issues to handle non- 
Hague international abduction cases because they lack the resources needed to effectively move 
these cases forward. The Office of Children's issues does not work in cooperation with other 
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agencies, whether they be government or non-government on a wide spectrum, but only work 
with a very select few. This lack of cooperation reduces the number of resources a case may 
respond to as well as lowers the chance of effectively resolving the case. For example, when 
three children were abducted to Egypt, it was Child Watch of North America, a non-profit 
missing children's organization, that coordinated the return of these children through 
congressional support and President Mubarek, Because international abduction cases require that 
a number of agencies work together on any one individual case, not only is the exchange of 
information between the agencies necessary but also a respectful acknowledgment of those 
agencies are needed. The State Department, Office of Children's issues had at one time 
advertised the return of three children from Lebanon on their web site. It was something they do 
not routinely do. It left the impression that they had been instrumental in the recovery of these 
children, when, in fact, it was the efforts of the FBI and New York Attorney, Michael Wildes. 
The Office of Children's issues failed to acknowledge these people in their deceptive 
announcement. Trojan Horse policies designed to lead a parent into a false sense of security or to 
present the appearance of effective resources has compromised many cases. Few understand the 
complex dynamics that work to undermine these policies, programs and resources. As a result, 
they continue to be put into place at the detriment of cases. 

Children abducted to non-Hague countries like Saudi Arabia, require the resources provided by 
Justice Department agencies like the FBI, legal attache', INTERPOL and VOA. While the Office 
of Children's issues may not be an appropriate agency within the State department to be involved 
in no-Hague cases, certainly other State Department offices are vital, such as the passport office. 
Diplomatic Security and American embassies abroad. The Office of Children's Issues has 
consistently put the needs of diplomacy above those of abducted children. It would seem 
reasonable to release them from such an impossible task much to the benefit of the families 
caught in their bureaucratic-balancing act. 

Effective use of passport laws can and has aided in the return of children. The problem is that 
this knowledge and education is not being made available to those tasked with bringing children 
home. For example, in cases where a child is abducted by solely an American citizen, to a non- 
Hague country, authorities have the ability to immediately issue a federal warrant for the arrest 
of the abductor and then to revoke his or her American passport. This places the abductor in a 
situation where they are unable not only unable to travel, but also may place them in violation of 
a country's immigration law. Such was the case when FBI coordinated efforts in this manner to 
successfully bring home children in Syria. Also, the current practice by the Office of Children's 
Issues to offer a parent the opportunity to have an alert attached to their child's passport which 
would notify them should the other parent attempt to re-new or apply for an American passport 
has lead more than one parent into a false sense of security, believing it is a viable prevention 
maneuver. It is not and should not even be offered as a service since the new passport laws 
governing a child's passport require the signature of both parents before one can be issued. 

Laws, which allow for the prosecution of those that, have aided an abductor in the course of 
abduction or retention should be held criminally responsible for their actions. Rarely is this done. 
However, when a Lebanese abductor was threatened with grand jury subpoenas to his parent 
living in the USA, the children were returned. 
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Recovery strategies are not taught. They desperately need to be and those teaching should not be 
those that have not returned children. Individuals have been "black balled" from attending 
missing children's functions and participating in conferences because they are outspoken in their 
views regarding abduction issues. I, myself, have been accused of not being a "team player" and 
kicked off or shut out of government funded programs. Today, I tell you that being a team player 
is nothing more than a term used to define those parents that silently go along with the policies 
and programs funded by our tax dollars that are ineffective or wasteflii Those that would 
challenge those programs are seen as troublemakers and efforts are made to make sure any voice 
not supporting the program is left without a forum to share them. This is why children are not 
coming home. This is why we are not seeing wide spread effective returns. This is why they are 
isolated to the small, non-government funded agencies that have not only learned how to do it, 
but how to coordinate and work with a number of agencies, both in the US and abroad to secure 
the return of a single child. This is why tliere are so many parent-foimded internationally missing 
children's agencies. The parents of abducted children should not have to pay taxes that sen'e to 
fund agencies and programs that are not able to effectively assist them and then be forced to 
create and support their own in order to achieve success. 

In addressing possible remedies, the topic of covert recovery cannot be ignored. For years 
parents have hired mercenaries and covert recovery agents to rescue their children, especially 
from the Middle East. Recently, President Bush changed U.S policy regarding the use of military 
response when Americans are held hostage abroad. Those policy changes included widening the 
scope of this power to include civilians, instead of limiting it to only military and diplomatic 
personnel. The only exception was internationally abducted children, even those that have 
reached adulthood. I would love to know who President Bush' policy adviser was on that issue. 

Mercenaries and recovery agents began surfacing in the 1980's. When former Delta Commando 
Don Feeny rescued Cathy Mahonies' child from Jordan without incident. The State Department 
responded by apologizing to the Jordanian government. That has set a tone until tliis day. 
Although it is not illegal for a parent to hire a covert recovery agent in the USA, few are 
sucoessfiil. Parents spend in excess of $100,000.00 with few successes. Parents, like Sarah 
Anderson, have died trying to recover their children from the Middle East. Recovery agents have 
died trying to recover American children and have found themselves in foreign jails. Child 
recovery is a lucrative industry without regulation. One only has to go on the Internet to find 
lists of those offering their services to desperate parents. It is lucrative and easy to sell hope 
without obligation or penalty for non-delivery. Parent will continue to hire recovery agents, not 
knowing what their qualifications are. Unless the industry is regulated, a child may end up dead. 
Private detective must be licensed, but not recovery agents. Recovery agents that openly 
advertise on the Internet and solicit parents should be obligated to register with some agency so 
that at the very least, a parent will know who they are hiring. At the very least, they should have 
business licenses and pay taxes on the hundreds of thousands of dollars that some earn for their 
failed recovery attempts each year. 

I know, because I have gone to countries like Egypt and have carried out American child in my 
arms. I am not a mercenary and have never taken any financial gain for my efforts. The 
education I have knowledge I have gained is priceless. My education was expensive and paid for 
in the abduction of my own child. 
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FBI agents and those tasked with coordinating recoveries should receive specific training to 
include issues regarding dual nationality, passport controls, Hague Convention countries, the role 
of INTERPOL, STATE DEPARTMENT, Diplomatic Security, Legal attache’s and other 
agencies in international abduction cases. Ironically, many authorities tasked with assisting a 
parent do not have any reference list of available resources they can turn to as well as 
information that would define the specific support they offer. 


I believe that Saudi Arabia has hurt many Americans with their prejudice and mistreatment. 

They are responsible at the highest levels of the government for destroying peoples lives and 
their families. The pain and suffering they have caused the innocent children and their parents, 
family members and loved ones cannot be measured. The financial loss to the United States in 
trying to remedy these cases is enormous. The fitrancial burden imposed on those parents that 
have been forced to spend tens and even hundreds of thousands of dollars in an effort to see their 
child or to secure the return of their child would not have been necessary if the Saudi 
government had held true to their obligation when signing the U.N. Convention on Children's 
rights. Many parents have been forced to file bankruptcy and have been left financially 
devastated. As such, Saudi Arabia should make financial compensation to those families that 
have lost everything as a result Saudi's lack of cooperation. While no amount of money can ever 
repair the damage done to the children or families, it can help to re-establish families forced to 
file for bankruptcy as a result of this crime and also allow parent to continue their efforts to 
secure the return of their children. 

T have not seen my daughto since she was abducted 10 years ago. I kissed my two-year old 
good-bye on a chilly November day. I have felt a chill in the air everyday since. I wait for the 
day when that chill will leave me and I am warm again. 

Today, Congress has the ability to make effective changes in law and policy that would 
immediately impact the success in the prevention and the recovery of internationally abducted 
children. Should this be the wishes of Congre.ss, 1 will pledge to support their efforts and to avail 
myself to Congress toward that goal in sharing what I have learned in the past decade. Nadia 
means HOPE and it is HOPE that keeps my efforts alive. 

Thank you Congressman Burton for giving my pain a voice and to the Member of the Committee 
on Government Reform for allowing me the opporttmity to heard. 
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Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee: 

Thank you for your invitation to testify here today. I commend you for your 
efforts and your persistence on the important and heartbreaking issue of American 
children who have been kidnapped to Saudi Arabia. You have shined a public light on 
this situation which has existed in virtual anonymity for years. 

It was my privilege to be the United States Ambassador to the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia from 1994 to 1996. I think the relationship between the United States and Saudi 
Arabia is exceptionally important. 

During my time as Ambassador I dealt with a number of these cases, all of which 
have the same basic facts: a Saudi man here in the United States to study meets and 
marries an American woman. They have a child or children in America and then are 
divorced in America. The American mother is given custody and the Saudi father is 
given visitation rights. During one of these visitations, the father, in violation of 
American law and court orders, takes the children to Saudi Arabia and refuses to return 
them. The mother may not see her children for years, if ever. 

It seemed to me as Ambassador, and still seems to me now, that these cases have 
nothing to do with Saudi laws or customs or with Islam. These cases have everything to 
do with American laws and judicial decisions, protecting American citizens, and having 
the State Department aggressively try to resolve them. 

These Saudi men voluntarily came to the United States on a visa this country 
granted them, voluntarily got married under American law, voluntarily had children in 
America, and voluntarily put themselves under the jurisdiction of an American court in 
obtaining a divorce. They then intentionally violated an American court order and 
kidnapped the children and refused to return them. 

Unfortunately, it is an all too common occurrence in America for a non-custodial 
parent to take a child in violation of a court decision. The federal government, state 
governments, courts and law enforcement agencies take these cases seriously and usually 
treat the offending parent as a felon. 

One additional thing is very important in these cases involving Saudi Arabia: 
these children are American citizens. 
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When Americans have problems overseas, they naturally turn to Embassies and 
the State Department. In these cases, though, too often the State Department has turned a 
cold, uninterested shoulder to the parents trying to recover their children. Prior to my 
time in Saudi Arabia, the Department evidentially cabled the Embassy in Riyadh to be 
“officially neutral” in these cases. I understand that during this time an American mother 
and her daughter tried to take refuge in the Embassy only to be turned away by a foreign 
service officer who sniffed that the Embassy was “not a hotel.” 

Most times the officers in the Embassy are just following the dictates from 
Washington. The people in the field, understandably, do not want to risk their jobs and 
careers on something people in Washington do not support. 

So why doesn’t the State Department try to help? I don’t know but I have some 
ideas. First, they say that they don’t want these cases to interfere with the larger 
relationship between the United States and Saudi Arabia. Second, they seem to feel that 
they are in business to do “big things” and not to trifle with smaller, very human, 
problems. 

Saudi Arabia is an important ally to Us and the relationship between the two 
counties is crucial. At no time did I get the slightest inkling that raising this issue had 
any adverse impact on this relationship. Allies have issues all the time that need to be 
solved and are solved without straining the ties between the countries. 

I happen to think, as I believe most Americans do, that helping individual 
Americans is a “big thing” that the State Department, particularly in Washington, should 
put a lot more emphasis on and should reward, not punish, field officers who focus on 
this. 

The White House in all likelihood could solve these cases if the State Department 
won’t. However, the White House Press Secretary, when asked, dismissed all of these 
cases as “custody disputes.” No, they are not. The custody issue has been settled by an 
American judge. 

I have read that President Bush raised the issue of the American woman convicted 
of terrorist activities in Peru with the President of Peru, yet he has never raised these 
cases at the highest levels in Saudi Arabia. Press reports say that the Saudi Ambassador 
to the United States brought one case up to the President, not vice versa. 
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While I was Ambassador, I worked on some of these cases in detail. In one case, 
we were successful in getting an American mother and her four children returned to 
America. Others were not successful. I dealt with high levels of the Saudi government 
on this issue and they were always receptive and helpful. In the case of Pat Roush’s 
daughters, the Saudi Foreign Ministry sent the Embassy a diplomatic note agreeing to a 
compromise to solve one of these cases. The father, however, refused to cooperate and 
nothing happened. 

Saudi Arabia is an important ally to us and the relationship between the two 
counties is crucial. At no time did I get the slightest inkling that raising this issue had 
any adverse impact on this relationship. Allies have issues all the time that need to be 
solved and are solved without straining the ties between the countries. 

I did try one solution to resolve Pat Roush’s case. I instructed the Embassy 
personnel that no one with the last name of her ex-husband who had kidnapped the 
children would be granted a visa to the United States. I was under the impression from 
my preparation to be an Ambassador that visas were not a matter of right but a privilege 
that could be used to advance the interests of the United States. I was also under the 
impression that an Ambassador had the authority to deny visas if an interest of 
importance to the United States was involved. 

Within a relatively short time, the ex-husband became increasingly desperate, 
calling the Embassy to complain that his “family was furious with him.” Before any 
resolution, though, I resigned as Ambassador, as I had long planned to do, and returned to 
the United States. My successor asked the State Department if this policy had their 
blessing and was told no. He was instructed to end it and he did. 

Why the State Department did this is a mystery. What is not a mystery is that the 
State Department and the White House should treat these cases much more seriously and 
give them higher priorities and be more creative on how to solve them. This certainly 
should not harm our relationship with the Saudis. It would be justice for the children and 
both parents and it would help salve years of heartache. 
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Mr. Burton. You know, I don’t like bullies very much, and I 
don’t like the Saudi leaders very much after what I found out about 
them. I had a chance to talk personally to their foreign minister, 
and I think the attitude that they had was very similar to what 
you ladies and gentleman have stated here today. 

Our State Department can do a lot to put pressure on them. The 
administration can do a lot to put pressure on them. Even though 
we are in the throes of a war and may have to use our base in 
Saudi Arabia to prosecute that war against Iraq, that doesn’t 
change the fact that we can put pressure on the Saudi Govern- 
ment, and we should. 

Some of the things that I have thought about while you were 
talking here today is, there are 600 to 900 Saudi students that, 
when I was over there, did not get their visas to come back to the 
United States to study. I think maybe we ought to hold those visas 
up indefinitely, until we get some of these kids back. Obviously, to 
the people at the State Department, we ought to consider that. We 
ought to consider holding up any visas for Saudis who are students, 
who are going to study here in the United States, until we get 
some positive reaction from the Saudi Government. 

We have legislative proposals that we are going to make, and I 
am sure I will have strong Democrat and Republican support to get 
those passed. But that takes time. We are at the end of our session 
and most of that probably won’t get done until next year. 

In the meantime, you folks at the State Department who are 
here — and you know who you are — I want you to take this message 
back to the leaders at the State Department, including Colin Pow- 
ell: 

We will take the tape we are having made here today of the 
hearing, and we will condense it down so that the most salient 
points being made by our witnesses are on that tape; and I am 
going to urge the people who have control over at the State Depart- 
ment, who are in leadership positions at the State Department, 
watch this tape so they understand personally the gravity of this 
situation. 

I mean, unless somebody sits here and hears this stuff, they can’t 
possibly know how bad it is. Unless you go over there and talk to 
these people, you just don’t understand how bad it is. 

Let me just ask a few questions here of Ms. Tonetti first. 

When you got your divorce, you were afraid your ex-husband was 
going to kidnap your kids and take them away, right? 

Ms. Tonetti. Correct. 

Mr. Burton. I think you said that too. I think it has been stated 
by all of you here. 

Did you talk to your children about the possibility that they 
might be kidnapped? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes, I did. I prepared them for it as best I could. 

Mr. Burton. And none of them wanted to go? 

Ms. Tonetti. None of them wanted to go. 

Mr. Burton. The judge granted — these judges, I tell you, that 
really bugs me. I mean, your husband was suspected of being an 
arms dealer and he was Syrian. 

Ms. Dabbagh. He was under investigation. 
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Mr. Burton. He was under investigation. Did the judge know 
that? 

Ms. Dabbagh. I don’t know. 

Mr. Burton. Was it brought up in court? 

Well, you know, it amazes me that these judges think unsuper- 
vised visitation with the kids doesn’t present a real threat. 

But he did, your judge did make it clear, they were not to be 
taken out of the country? 

Ms. Tonetti. Correct. 

Mr. Burton. He write or call the embassy? 

Ms. Tonetti. He wrote, I believe, and you should have a copy of 
the divorce decree. 

Mr. Burton. He wrote to the embassy, and there was a copy of 
the divorce decree sent to the Saudi embassy 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes. 

Mr. Burton [continuing]. Saying, don’t take these kids out of the 
country. 

Ms. Tonetti. Exactly, not to issue passports. 

It was mailed, registered and certified, so there are signed copies. 

Mr. Burton. So it was certified? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes, you should have copies of all of the certifi- 
cations. 

Mr. Burton. So the Saudis knew about this? 

Ms. Tonetti. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Burton. And they were complicit. They were parties to the 
kidnapping of your children? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes, they were. 

Mr. Burton. They knew it? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes, they did. 

Mr. Burton. So they broke the law? 

Ms. Tonetti. They don’t recognize our law. 

Mr. Burton. No, they broke our law. 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Yes. 

Maybe we will make them more aware of our law. 

You haven’t had any contact with your kids, or very little, since 
they were kidnapped? 

Ms. Tonetti. No, thanks to Congressman Kerns, I had one phone 
call. 

Mr. Burton. I was supposed to go to that meeting, but I was 
talking to some other women over there. I am sorry I didn’t go, be- 
cause I would have liked to have seen your kids. 

Ms. Tonetti. One phone call in 2 years for about 20 minutes. 

Mr. Burton. He got you some pictures too, didn’t he? 

Ms. Tonetti. They were wonderful pictures. They looked very 
happy to talk to me. 

Mr. Burton. Do you know if the State Department ever de- 
manded the return of your children from Saudi Arabia? 

Ms. Tonetti. I don’t know much of anything that the State De- 
partment has done. 

Mr. Burton. They haven’t given you much on that? 

Ms. Tonetti. No. 

Mr. Burton. Good. Do you know if the State Department ever 
demanded the return of your children from Saudi Arabia? 
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Ms. Tonetti. I don’t know much of anything that the State De- 
partment has done. 

Mr. Burton. They haven’t given you much on that? 

Ms. Tonetti. No. 

Mr. Burton. How about you? 

Ms. McClain. No, they have not demanded the return and have 
not led me to the expectation they ever will. They want me to just 
he satisfied with some visitation now and then. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Rives, have you talked to the State Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. Rives. Yes, frequently. 

Mr. Burton. What kind of response did you? 

Mr. Rives. Last week I believe they sent a communique, a diplo- 
matic message, requesting the return of the kids or wanting to 
know why they are being held over there. 

Mr. Burton. They have done something positive in your case? 

Mr. Rives. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Ms. Dabbagh? 

Ms. Dabbagh. Agencies falling under the U.S. Department of 
Justice have been very aggressive in asking for the return, as well 
as our U.S. Congress, while the U.S. Department of State, specifi- 
cally the Office of Children’s Issues and the U.S. consulars in the 
American embassy in Riyadh and in Damascus, Syria, have — and 
I have the documentation — worked very aggressively to prevent re- 
covery by various actions, including withholding information from 
former President Jimmy Carter; and my file describes how they cir- 
cumvented all these efforts. 

Mr. Burton. So the State Department has been an impediment 
in your case? 

Ms. Dabbagh. Only the Office of Children’s Issues and the Coun- 
sel General at the U.S. Embassy in Damascus and the U.S. Em- 
bassy in Riyadh. Diplomatic security is real heavily involved in my 
case. They are fantastic. 

Mr. Burton. But the State Department itself? 

Ms. Dabbagh. The case has been cloaked from them for well over 
a year, and if they have any knowledge of what is going on in my 
case today, it is only because they have been talking with you guys. 

It is cloaked. It is very protected. 

We can give you the file, the directives they gave to circumvent 
the action. 

Mr. Burton. In all your cases, with the possible exception of 
your case, you really haven’t had any help from the State Depart- 
ment. 

Judge Duncan, do you have any questions? 

Mr. Duncan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I really don’t have any 
questions, but I will tell you that I really admire the fact that you, 
Mr. Chairman, are continuing to call attention to this, because I 
think that you may be these people’s only hope. 

I think that almost everybody who hears about these situations 
totally sympathizes with the people who have suffered these trage- 
dies, and I think the only thing — nothing is ever going to be done 
about this unless we continue to call some attention to these situa- 
tions. 
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Unfortunately, I am a little pessimistic because we are now 
about to enter into a war which I personally think is unnecessary, 
but we are going to go into it, and I am sure the State Department 
is going to feel we need Saudi Arabia as an ally. And then also we 
need their oil, I guess. So they will put all that first. 

But I want to say that I will support Chairman Burton in every 
way that I possibly can, and I think that about 99 percent of my 
constituents would be in favor of anything that we can do. If the 
State Department does not act and take strong action in regard to 
these situations, I think they will be very much ignoring or going 
against the will of the American people on this. 

So, with that, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. Burton. Let me just say to my colleague. Judge Duncan — 
I call him Judge Duncan because he was a former judge and a good 
one — we only get about 15 percent of our oil from the Saudis now. 
It used to be about 50 percent. As a result, we can tell them to eat 
their oil. 

We can get it from someplace else. We can get it from Venezuela, 
we can get it from Mexico. We can make that up. 

The Saudis, when we had the problems back in the 1970’s and 
the OPEC countries, including Saudi Arabia, raised the oil prices 
so high that we had big long gas lines, they had a tremendous sur- 
plus. They had a balance of payments surplus. Now they have a 
balance of payments deficit. They are hurting. They need us a lot 
more than we need them. 

What we need to do is, we need to put pressure on them to ad- 
here to and recognize U.S. law, and we don’t have to go hat in 
hand to them anymore. We just don’t have to do it. 

I hope that some of this gets on television, because I am going 
to be telling all my colleagues that, because most of my colleagues 
still believe that we are very dependent on Saudi oil. We are not. 
We don’t need them. And if they don’t start working with the 
United States, especially in cases as serious as the ones we are 
talking about today, they ought to pound sand and eat their own 
oil. 

Mr. Duncan. Mr. Chairman, can I say that I agree with you on 
that statement also. I heard you mention that in your earlier open- 
ing statement. 

I will tell you, though, that a few moments ago when you were 
talking about you didn’t understand how these judges could make 
these rulings, I can tell you that I never handled any divorce or do- 
mestic relations cases. I tried the felony criminal cases. 

Mr. Burton. I wasn’t talking about you. Judge. 

Ms. Tonetti, it is my understanding the Saudi Government said 
they would be willing to drop your crimes against Islam if you 
dropped the kidnapping charges against your husband. Do you con- 
sider that a serious offer? 

Ms. Tonetti. No, I do not. 

Mr. Burton. What crimes against Islam did you commit? 

Ms. Tonetti. I am not quite sure. I think the fact — the fact that 
I have a child and I have a new husband, and I don’t believe they 
ever recognized I divorced from my ex-husband. So perhaps 

Mr. Burton. But the Saudis can have four wives? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes. 
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Mr. Burton. They can have up to four wives, and they have com- 
plete control over all of their wives and children. 

Ms. Tonetti. It is good to be a man in Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Burton. Yes. 

I don’t know that I want to prolong the questioning. Are there 
any other questions we ought to get on the record? 

Did you have any questions, Mr. Berry? 

Mr. Berry. Mr. Chairman, I associate myself with the remarks 
that you have already made, and I want to thank you for, once 
again, attempting to bring the necessity that our own government 
has got to do something about this. 

If there was ever anything worth fighting for, this is it. And I 
think we have, as a Congress, we have got to force this issue to 
the point where we get something done about it. 

I appreciate the efforts you have already made and that I know 
you will continue to make, and I offer my support in anything you 
attempt to do. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Berry, what I will do is get you copies of the 
legislation we are going to be proposing and we are going to try to 
talk to the Women’s Caucus and try to get them on board as well. 
There will be a growing amount of support. I appreciate your help. 

Let me ask a couple more questions before we finish here, and 
then we will let you go. 

Do you know if the President has ever raised any of your cases 
with the Saudis? Or the State Department, only in your case the 
State Department. 

Mr. Rives. Has raised the question? 

Mr. Burton. And do you think the President should? 

Mr. Rives. Yes. 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes. 

Mr. Rives. I think it is the only way. 

Ms. McClain. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. We will see if we can’t get a message to him. 

We are going to condense this tape down. I can’t take all of the 
six or eight statements we heard today and have somebody who is 
in the midst of a war watch all of them, but what we will do is 
condense it down so that the guts of your statement is very clearly 
expressed, and we will get that on tape to everybody we possibly 
can in leadership in our country and see if they can’t understand 
how important this is. 

I give you my word, I don’t know if any of you saw the “60 Min- 
utes” piece, but the Saudi Ambassador said I went over there for 
publicity reasons. You know, what I said to them was my father 
went to prison for abusing me and my mom and my brothers and 
sisters, and I don’t like people like that very much. The Saudis fall 
right into the category of my dad who should have gone to prison 
and did go to prison. 

As long as I am in the Congress in a position where I can do 
something about this, you can count on me pounding on them. I 
won’t quit, I promise. 

With that, I know that you don’t have a lot of hope, and the only 
reason I am telling you that is because, don’t give up. You know, 
Winston Churchill said never, never, never, never give in. You just 
hang in there and keep pleading your case. And you talk to your 
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other Congressmen, who may not be here today, talk to your Sen- 
ators, talk to the media, talk to everybody you can; and we will 
keep the heat on the Saudis until we start getting some results. 
Thanks an awful lot. We stand adjourned. 

[Whereupon, at 1:36 p.m., the committee was adjourned.] 
[Additional information submitted for the hearing record and the 
exhibits referred to follow:] 
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GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE?” 


The Committee on Government Reform will hold a hearing entitled “Americans 
Kidnapped to Saudi Arabia: Is the Saudi Government Responsible?” on October 2 and 3, 2002, 
at 10:00 a.m. each day, in Room 2154 of the Rayburn House Office Building. 

The Committee has been conducting a review of cases in which U.S. citizens have been 
kidnapped to Saudi Arabia or otherwise held against their will in Saudi Arabia. There arc 
several facts regarding Saudi law and culture which make these cases noteworthy. First, Saudi 
law gives Saudi men extraordinary power over women and children. As a result, the wife or 
child of a Saudi man may not leave Saudi Arabia without his written permission. There have 
been cases in which female adult U.S. citizens have been unable to leave Saudi Arabia because 
they have not been able to obtain the permission of their male guardian. Second, Saudi Arabia is 
not a signatory to the Hague Convention, and accordingly, there are no legal standards governing 
the return of kidnapped children from Saudi Arabia. This fact means that kidnapping cases can 
only be resolved through pressure applied to the Saudi government and Saudi kidnappers. Third, 
human rights conditions in Saudi Arabia are such that Americans kidnapped to Saudi Arabia are 
deprived of many of the rights they would enjoy in America, including women’s rights and 
religious freedom. Finally, cases in which Americans have been kidnapped or held against their 
will in Saudi Arabia are not rare. The State Department provided the Committee with a list of 42 
recent cases, but Americans living in Saudi Arabia recently told the Committee delegation 
traveling to Saudi Arabia that they believe there are hundreds of such cases. 

The Committee’s Review of These Issues 

On June 1 2, 2002, the Government Reform Committee held a hearing regarding 
abductions of U.S. citizens to Saudi Arabia. The Committee reviewed three cases in which 
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Americans had either been kidnapped or held against their will in Saudi Arabia. The purpose of 
the hearing was to determine whether die State Departm^it had done enough to assist these 
citizens and secure their return to the United States. The Committee heard testimony ftom Pat 
Roush, whose two daughters were kidnaj^jtti from theU.S. in 1986. Mrs. Roush has seen her 
daughters only once in the 1 6 years they have been held in Saudi Arabia. Mrs. Roush criticized 
the State Department for failing to raise the kidnqiping of her daughters as a state-to-state issue 
with the Saudi government, and for failing to place pressure on the Saudi government to secure 
the release of her children. 

The Committee also heard testimony frean Ethel Stowers, whose daughter, Monica 
Stowers, and whose grandchildren, Rasheed and Amjad Radwan, are living in Saudi Arabia. 

Mrs. Stowers testified that in 1 990, Monica took her children to the IJ.S, Embassy in Riyadh, and 
asked for the Embassy’s assistance in leaving Saudi Arabia. However, because Monica’s Saudi 
ex-husband would not give his permission for the children to leave Saudi Arabia, the Embassy 
refused to assist Monica and the children. Wh«i Monica reibsed to lea\'e the Emba^y grounds. 
Embassy staff ordered Marine guards to eject Monica and the children from the Embassy. As a 
result of this action, Monica was later arrested by Saudi authorities, and her children were 
returned to the home of their Saudi father, where they faced physical and sexual abuse. 

Finally, the Committee heatd testimony from Dria Davis, who was kidnapped from the 
U.S. to Saudi Arabia by her Saudi father in 1997. Dria’s mother approached the State 
Department for assistance but did not receive any help. In fact. State Department staff met with 
Dria and her father while she was being held in Saudi Arabia. Dria told the State Department 
that she was happy in Saudi Arabia and did not want to return home to her mother. However, 
what the State Department did not know was that Dria’s father had threatened to kill her if she 
told the State Department the trutli, that she wanted to go home to the U.S. Finally, Dria was 
able to escape in 1 999 when her mother paid $1 80,000 which was used to assist Dria in getting 
across the Saudi border into Bahrain. 

Congressional Delegation to Saudi Arabia 

After this hearing, between August 27 and September 3, Chairman Burton led a 
delegation to Saudi Arabia to press these matters directly with the Saudi government. Chairman 
Burton requested a meeting with Crown Prince Abdullah so that he could ask that Amaicans 
who had been kidnapped to Saudi Arabia would be able to return to America to meet with their 
American parent. Chairman Burton also intended to ask that Amjad Radwan be allowed to leave 
Saudi Arabia for the United States immediately. Amjad, a 19-year old U.S. citizen, had 
consistently expressed her desire to leave Saudi Arabia and live in the U.S., but her father 
reftised to grant her permission to leave. 

The Saudis did not work with the delegation in a coopeiative fashion. To the contrary, it 
now appears that the Saudis took a number of steps behind the scenes to thwart the delegation’s 
mission. First, Crown Prince Abdullah refused to meet with the delegation. Then, in the two 
highest-profile cases, the Roush and Radwan cases, the Saudis used regrettable tactics to 
pressure and discredit the victims, while avoiding any attempt to negotiate with the delegation in 
good faith. In the Roush case, as the delegation was flying to Saudi Arabia, without any prior 
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notice to the deSegation or Mrs. Roush, the Saudi government flew the Roush sisters out of the 
country to London. This trip to l^ndon was charactwized as a “vacation,” but tiie Saudi 
government has now admitted that it arrange and paid for the trip. In London, they met with a 
State Department representative and delivCTed a statement condemning their mother and saying 
that they had no desire to return to the U.S. The State Department met with the sisters over the 
objection of Mrs. Roush and without inviting Mrs. Roush to participate. After the Roush sisters 
met with the State Department, they, to^thCT with a Saudi public relations expert, met with a 
producer from the O’Reilly Factor television program, where they again repeated their statement 
that they did not want to return to the U.S. to 1:^ with their mother. 

The Saudi initiative was particularly unfortunate for two reasons; (1 ) the only person 
who might be able to communicate effectively with the sisters is their mother; and (2) the “show 
trial” aspect of this initiative will no doubt lead the Saudi government to employ a similar 
approach in other cases. Given the conditions of the London meeting, the Roush sisters were not 
in an environment that was free from coercion and intimidation, hr order to resolve this issue, 
the delegation had urged the Saudis to send the sisters to the United States to meet with their 
mother. Tire Chairman was disappointed that the Saudi government chose a course that was 
completely incompatible with this request. The fact that the Saudi government chose to preempt 
the official request indicates that they did not want to work with the delegation in good faith. 
Therefore, there remains a real concern that other kidnap victims will be subjected to the same 
types of duress as the Roush sistere. 

The Saudi government took even more curious actions in the Radwan case. Shortly 
before the delegation left for Saudi Arabia, 19-year old Amjad Radwan was married to a 42-year 
old Saudi Air Force officer, who was already married with five children. Then, the day of the 
delegation’s departure from the U.S., Amjad disappeared from her mother’s residence in the 
middle of the night. She later turned up in the custody of her new husband. Once the delegation 
arrived in Saudi Arabia, Chairman Burton and the Committee’s Chief Counsel met with Amjad 
and her new husband in Riyadh. Amjad informed the Chairman that she wanted to “be free” and 
leave Saudi Arabia, but w'as not able to “right now.” Ms. Radwan was extraordinarily nervous, 
appeared to be under a great deal of duress to remain in Saudi Arabia, and took visual cues from 
her new husband, a man she had not met until the marriage papers were signed. She informed 
the Chairman, however, that her recent marriage was only a “p^er marriage” and that she had 
agreed to it only because her father had told her that she would be able to obtain permission to 
leave Saudi Arabia if she agreed to the marriage. Just hours after the meeting, the Saudi Foreign 
Ministry informed the U.S. Embassy that Amjad and her husband had approached Prince Saud 
and claimed that Chairman Burton had offered them $1 million to come to the United States, and 
that they would stay in Saudi Arabia if the Saudis paid them more. This claim was, of course, 
completely false. Moreover, it is highly unlikely that a frightened 19-year old girl and a Saudi 
Air Force officer would attempt to extort the Saudi royal family. More likely, it appears that this 
story was a calculated effort to intimidate the Congressional delegation and undermine the 
credibility of Amjad Radwan. 

On September 1 , 2002, the delegation met with Saudi Foreign Minister Prince Saud in 
Jeddah, Saudi Arabia. Prince Saud made a number of general statements indicating that the 
Saudi govenunent wished to help r^lve kidnapping cases. Prince Saud defended the actions of 
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the Saudi government in the Roush and Radwan cases. He even repeated on three separate 
occasions the claim that Amjad had been involved in an attempt to extort the Saudi Foreign 
Ministry to try to discredit Amjad and her efforts to leave Saadi Arabia. Of even greater 
concern. Prince Saud did not indicate whether the Saudi government would take any action to 
begin returning the numerous Americ^wi citizens who are being held in Saudi Arabia in violation 
of U.S. custody orders. 

The delegation returned from Saudi Arabia witk^he clear understanding that further 
public attention was the only way that this problem wm going Jo be resolved. 

Next Week’s Hearing 

The first panel on October 2 will be comprised of Samiah Seramur and her daughter 
Maha, and Debra Docekal and her son Ramie. Ms. Seramur aad Ms. Docekal were recently able 
to gel children out of Saudi Arabia, where they had been held for years. However, both Ms. 
Seramur and Ms. Docekal have other childr^ they are still trying to get out of Saudi Arabia. 

The second panel on October 2 will be comprised of four other parents who have children 
being held in Saudi Arabia, Two of these parents, Michael Rives and Maureen Dabbagh, have 
children being held in Saudi Arabia d^pite the fact that there is apparently no legal basis for the 
children to be held there. These cas^ are significant because they show that the Saudi claims 
that they must follow their own laws appear to be false. Mr. Rives and Ms. Dabba^ will testify 
about their efforts to obtain the return of their children, and the refusal of the Saudi government 
to follow its own laws. Joanna Stephenson Tonetti and Margaret McClain will testify that their 
children were kidnapped from the United States with the complicity of the Saudi government. 

On the second day of the hearing, October 3, 2002, the Committee will hear from 
Michael Petruzzello, a paid representative of the Saudi government The Committee invited 
Adel Al-Jubeir, the Foreign Policy Advisor to the Crown Prince, to testify, but he declined the 
invitation. Accordingly, Mr. Petruzzello has been subpoenaed to attend the hearing and provide 
the Saudi perspective on these cases. Mr. Petruzzello has been deeply involved in preparing the 
Saudi response to these issues. His firm, Qorv'is Communications, is paid a retainer of $200,000 
per month by the Saudi government. Mr. Petruzzello will be accompanied on this panel by Mr. 
Rives, Ms. Dabbagh, Ms. Tonetti, and Ms. McClain. 

The second panel on October 3 will consist of former Ambassador Raymond Mabus and 
representatives from the Stale Department. While he served as Ambassador, Mr. Mabus made 
kidnapping cases a priority and took aggressive steps to try to resolve them. He will provide the 
Committee with testimony regarding those efforts, as well as suggestions for future actions that 
may encourage the Saudis to resolve these cases. Representatives from the Bureau of Consular 
Affairs and the Bureau of Near Eastern Affairs have been invited to address tlieir efforts to 
secure the return of U.S. citizens from Saudi Arabia. 

A brief description of the six cases which will be discussed by the witneSvSes is 
Attachment i to this document. 
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Conclusion 


A number of the cases being reviewed by the Committee raise substantial questions as to 
whether the Saudi government has been complicit in the kidnapping of American citizens, and 
whether the Saudi government has ignored its own laws to retain American citizens in Saudi 
Arabia. The role of the Saudi government in these kidnapping cases, and the failure of the 
Saudis to make any forward progress, or even act in good faith, raises a number of important 
questions: 


• Does the State Department have any plans for trying to obtain the release of the dozens of 
U.S. citizens held against their will in Saudi Arabia? 

• Are there ways of increasing the pressure on Saudi kidnappers and the Saudi government 
to secure the release of captive U.S. citizens? 

• Should the U.S. hold the Saudi government accountable for the detention of U.S. citizens, 
who, under U.S. law, should reside in the United States? If so, how? 

« Finally, does the reluctance of the U.S. government to address these cases cast serious 
doubt on whether we have the resolve to deal with Smjdi Arabia on other issues, ranging 
from funding for terrorists to cooperation in the effort against Iraq? 


Attachments 


1 . Summary of witnesses’ cases. 

2. Letter from Chairman Burton to Crown Prince Abdullah, September 12, 2002. 

3. Letter from Prince Bandar to Chairman Burton, September 9, 2002. 

4. Wall Street Journal editorial “An ‘Ally’s’ Contempt for America,” September 3, 2002. 

Staff Contacts 

James C. Wilson, Chief Counsel, 5-5074 
David A. Kass, Deputy Chief Counsel, 5-5074 
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Witness List 


October 2, 2002, 10:00 a.m. 

Panel I 

1 . Samiah Seramur, accompanied by her daughter, Maha Al-Rehaili 

2. Debra Docekal, accompanied by her son, Ramie Basrawi 

Panel II 

1 . Michael Rives, father of Lilly and Sami Rives 

2. Maureen Dabbagh, mother of Nadia Dabbagh 

3. Margaret McClain, mother of Heidi Al-Omary 

4. Joanna Stephenson Tonetti, mother of Rosemary, Sarah, and Abdulaziz Al-Arifi 
October 3, 2002, 10:00 a.m. 

Panel III 

1 . Michael Petruzzello, Managing Partner, Qorvis Communications, public relations firm 
for the government of Saudi Arabia 

2. Michael Rives, father of Lilly and Sami Rives 

3. Maureen Dabbagh, mother of Nadia Dabbagh 

4. Margaret McClain, mother of Heidi Al-Omary 

5. Joanna Stephenson Tonetti, mother of Rosemary, Sar^, and Abdulaziz Al-Arifi 
Panel IV 

1 . The Honorable Raymond Mabus, former U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia 

2. Ryan Crocker, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State, Bureau of Near Eastern Affairs 

3. Dianne Andruch, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State, Bureau of Consular Affairs 
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SUMMARY OF WITNESSES’ CASES 

OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 HEARING 
“AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 

IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE?” 

1. Samiah Seramur 

Saraiah “Sam” Seramur was married to Mubarak AI-Rehaili, a Saudi citizen, in the 
United States in 1 98 1 . She then moved to Saudi Arabia and had three children, Safiah (currently 
20 years old), Maha (currently 1 7 years old), and Faisal (currently 1 6 years old). All are dual 
citizens of the U.S. and Saudi Arabia. After living in Saudi Arabia for several years, Sam’s 
relationship with her husband deteriorated. Sam escaped from Saudi Arabia with the children in 
1991. She then obtained a divorce in the United States, as well as sole custody of all three 
children. However, in 1994, Sam sent her children back to visit with their father in Saudi 
Arabia. (Sam first sent their son, Faisal, back to obtain medical treatment that she could not 
afford in the U.S, She then sent her daughters back because they missed Faisal and wanted to be 
with him.) Sam sent the children with the understanding that they would only be visiting Saudi 
Arabia briefly and then would return to the U.S. However, the father would not permit the 
children to return to the United States at the conclusion of their visit. The State Department 
considers the actions of AI-Rehaili to be an abduction. Sam had extremely limited telephone 
contacts with her children between the time they were taken and 2002. 

In June 2002, Sam secretly established e-mail contact with her daughter Maha. Maha 
informed her mother that she and her siblings wanted to escape from Saudi Arabia. Sam and 
Maha arranged for the children to escape while they were on vacation in Malaysia in August 
2002. Sam did not plan any sort of escape as long as the children were in Saudi Arabia because 
she knew that the U.S. Embassy in Saudi Arabia would not assist her if she came there with her 
children. 

Un the evening of August 8, 2002, Maha left the hotel room where she was staying with 
her father m Malaysia and met with her mother, who was waiting in a taxi outside the hotel. 
(Sam’s other children, Safiah and Faisal, were apparently too frightened to attempt the escape.) 
Sam and Maha then went to the U.S. Embassy in Malaysia and managed to get out of the 
country. Sam and Maha have since returned to the United States. Safiah and Faisal remain in 
Saudi Arabia, and the State Department has not formally requested their return from Saudi 
Arabia. 

2. Debra Doeekal 

In 1 981 , Debra Doeekal met Jihad Basrawi, a Saudi studying in the U.S. Debra married 
Basrawi, and on August 7, 1983, gave birth to a son. Ramie. In 1984, Debra moved with Jihad 
to Saudi Arabia, and lived there for the following four years. While in Saudi Arabia, in 1987, 
she gave birth to Suzanne. After several years of living in Saudi Arabia, Debra decided to leave 
her husband and return to the United States. She was able to leave Saudi Arabia with her 
children in January 1988. After several months in the U.S., Debra sent both children to visit 
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their father in Saudi Arabia, with the understanding that he would return with them to the U.S. in 
two weeks. However, as soon as the children arrived in Saudi Arabia, Basrawi told Debra that 
he would never allow them to return to the U.S. 

From 1988 until 2002, Debra was allowed little contact with her children. In fact, from 
1 997 to 2002, she did not have any contact with them at all. Debra did not receive any 
significant assistance from the State Department in her effort to get her children back from Saudi 
Arabia. At one point, her husband brought the children back into the U.S. on a vacation, and she 
alerted the State Department, hoping to be able to get the children back, but still received no 
assistance. 

In August 2002, Debra was able to establish contact with her children, and she learned 
that both of them wanted to return to the United States to be with her. Her son Ramie confronted 
his father and demanded permission to return to the U.S. Jihad gave Ramie permission to leave 
Saudi Arabia, but would not allow Suzanne to go. Ramie arrived in the United States on August 
21, 2002. Ramie and Debra have spoken to Suzanne, and Suzanne has told them that she wants 
to leave Saudi Arabia but is unable to do so. 

3. Michael Rives 

Michael Rives, a U.S. citizen who currently works for the General Accounting Office, 
married Roua Al-Adel in 1996 while he was working in Saudi Arabia. Al-Adel comes from a 
Syrian family. Al-Adel is solely a Syrian citizen, although her father and brother had obtained 
Saudi citizenship through their connections with the Saudi government. At the time of the 
marriage, Rives was working in Saudi Arabia. The couple lived in Saudi Arabia until 1 998. 

Both of the Rives children, Lilly (DOB 1 0/8/97) and Sami (DOB 7/22/99), were bom in Saudi 
Arabia. At the time of the children’s births, their mother was still solely a Syrian citizen. (After 
the children were bom, she acquired Saudi citizenship.) Therefore, under Saudi law and U.S. 
law, the Rives children are solely U.S. citizens, as under Saudi law, children derive their 
citizenship from their father. 

In 1 998, Rives and Roua Al-Adel moved to the United States. Roua found adjusting to 
life in America difficult, and frequently visited Saudi Arabia. In July 2001, Roua took the 
children on a visit to Saudi Arabia with Michael’s consent. During her stay in Saudi Arabia, in 
September 200 1 , Roua decided to seek a divorce from Michael and refused to return the 
children. She told Michael that she was keeping the children and that he would never be allowed 
to see them again. In addition, Roua’s father, who is a former senior adviser to the Saudi labor 
minister, took steps to prevent Michael from obtaining a visa to visit his children in Saudi 
Arabia. 


In 2002, Rives obtained a divorce in the U.S. from Roua, and he has obtained sole 
custody of Lilly and Sami from the relevant court in Texas. In addition, the FBI has obtained a 
warrant for the arrest of Roua for kidnapping the Rives children. The State Department has also 
decided to deny visas to Roua Al-Adel, her parents, and siblings. This might be an effective 
tool, as the Al-Adel family is prominent in Saudi Arabia. For example, Roua’s brother Fida Al- 
Adel is Saudi Arabia’s permanent delegate to UNESCO in Paris. 
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Despite these positive steps, Michael Rives is still concerned that the U.S. government 
has not done enough to secure the rapid return of his children. He believes that the Saudi 
government is holding his children in Saudi Arabia without any valid legal basis, considering the 
fact that they are not even Saudi citizens. He would hke the State Department to demand the 
return of his children and to place pressure on the Saudi government until they are returned. 

4. Maureen Dabbagh 

Maureen Dabbagh, a U.S. citizen, married Mohamad Dabbagh, a Syrian citizen, in 
Florida in 1988. During the marriage, they had one daughter, Nadia, who was bom in the U.S. 
on Febmary 3, 1 990. The marriage quickly deteriorated over Mohamad’s intolerance of 
Maureen’s practice of Christianity and Mohamad’s physical abuse of Maureen. In October 

1991, Maureen left her husband and filed for divorce. She received the divorce in Febmary 

1992, and received full custody of Nadia from a court in Ohio. Later in 1992, the court allowed 
Mohamad an unsupervised visit with Nadia. This visit was supposed to last until December 1, 

1 992. However, Mohamad kept Nadia after the appointed date and then fled the country. 

After Mohamad fled the country with Nadia, Maureen was able to obtain a warrant for 
his arrest. She also went to Mohamad’s native Syria and requested custody of Nadia from the 
Syrian court. Maureen won custody of Nadia from the Syrian court, only to learn that Mohamad 
and Nadia were in Saudi Arabia, not Syria. Maureen believes that Mohamad and Nadia still 
reside in Saudi Arabia. 

Maureen Dabbagh believes that her daughter is being held in Saudi Arabia without any 
proper legal basis, She has received custody orders for Nadia from Syrian and American courts. 
Yet, her daughter is still being held in Saudi Arabia. Despite public attention (two resolutions 
regarding her case have passed the Senate) she believes that the State Department has not placed 
sufficient pressure upon the Saudi government to secure the release of her daughter. 

5. Joanna Stephenson Tonetti 

Joanna Stephenson Tonetti met Abdullah Al-Arifi while he was a student at Indiana State 
University. She married Al-Arifi in Indiana in 1989 and had three children, Rosemary (DOB 
4/10/90), Sarah (DOB: 8/4/91), and Abdulaziz (DOB 6/2/95). 

In 1997, Tonetti filed for divorce in Indiana. During the divorce proceedings, Tonetti 
sought sole custody of her children and also requested that Al-Arifi be allowed only supervised 
visits with the children. Tonetti was concerned that Al-Arifi would kidnap the children to Saudi 
Arabia if he was ever allowed an unsupervised visit. Tonetti received sole custody of the 
children, but Al-Arifi was able to convince the court that he should have unsupervised visitation, 
mainly by pointing out that he had lived in the United States and had rarely returned to Saudi 
Arabia. Al-Arifi also promised the court that he would not take the children to Saudi Arabia. As 
an additional safeguard against the kidnapping of the children, the court sent a copy of the 
custody order to the Saudi Embassy. This order made it clear that Al-Arifi was not allowed to 
take the children out of the country or obtain passports for them. 
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In August 2000, Al-Arifi took the children on a two- week unsupervised visit. On August 
15, 2000, Al-Arifi called his divorce lawyer and told him that he had taken the children to Saudi 
Arabia in violation of the court order and that he was not coming back. It appears that Al-Arifi 
was able to obtain Saudi passports for the three children from the Saudi Embassy, despite the 
fact that the court had sent a copy of its custody order and visitation order to the Embassy, 
making the Saudi Embassy aware that Al-Arifi did not have custody of the children and was not 
allowed to take them to Saudi Arabia. 

For two years after the kidnapping, Joanna Tonetti had no contact with her children. 
During the recent Congressional delegation to Saudi Arabia, though. Congressman Brian Kerns 
was able to arrange a meeting with the children, as well as a phone call between the children and 
their mother. Other than this one telephone call, there has been little progress on the Tonetti 
case. The U.S. has never demanded the return of the kidnapped children, and it has never asked 
the Saudi government to explain its apparent complicity in the kidnapping of the children. 

Further complicating any forward progress in the case is the fact that Al-Arifi has filed 
“Crimes against Islam” charges against Tonetti in Saudi Arabia. Al-Arifi’s charges are based on 
an allegation that Tonetti committed adultery with a Christian. The charges carry a possible 
death penalty, and accordingly, Tonetti is unable even to visit her children in Saudi Arabia. 

6. Margaret McClain 

In 1989, Margaret McClain, of Jonesboro, Arkansas, married Abdulbaset Al-Omary, a 
student at Arkansas State University. The couple resided in Jonesboro, Arkansas, for the 
duration of their marriage. Margaret had a daughter with Al-Omary, Heidi, who was bom in 
July 1992. The marriage, though was strained by Al-Omary’s severe physical abuse of 
Margaret, as well as Al-Omary’s increasingly radical Islamic views. Margaret and Al-Omary 
were divorced in August 1994. The court in Arkansas granted Margaret sole custody of Heidi 
but allowed Al-Omary unsupervised visits with Heidi. Al-Omary was not allowed, however, to 
take Heidi out of Craighead County, Arkansas, during these visits. Margaret was concerned that 
her ex-husband would abduct their daughter during one of these unsupervised visits, so she sent 
copies of the custody order to the Saudi Embassy in the U.S. and informed them that she had 
custody of Heidi and that they should not issue her a passport. 

During one of Al-Omary’s unsupervised visits, on August 14, 1997, Margaret received a 
message on her answering machine from her ex-husband telling her that he had taken Heidi to 
Saudi Arabia, and that if Margaret ever wanted to see Heidi again, she should cooperate with 
him, and have all outstanding demands for child support against him dropped. Margaret 
immediately reported the kidnapping to state and federal authorities, and state and federal 
warrants were issued for Al-Omary’s arrest. 

The Saudi Embassy apparently issued a Saudi passport to Heidi despite the fact that Al- 
Omary did not have custody of Heidi and was not allowed to take Heidi out of the United States. 
Moreover, the Saudi Embassy had been provided with a copy of the court order granting custody 
to Margaret McClain and preventing Heidi from being taken out of the country. Despite this 
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knowledge, the Saudi Embassy issued a passport to Heidi, allowing her to be kidnapped and 
taken to Saudi Arabia. Ms. McClain considers the actions of the Saudi government to constitute 
complicity in the kidnapping of her daughter. 

Margaret has seen her daughter only once in the five years since she was kidnapped. For 
the first two years after Heidi’s kidnapping, the State Department claimed that it could not locate 
Al-Omary, and therefore could not arrange a visit with Heidi or request her return. Finally, in 
August 1999, an American coworker of Al-Omary’s at Aramco called the U.S. Embassy and told 
them that Al-Omary worked at Aramco in Dhahran, and provided his phone number and address. 
Using this information, the State Department conducted two visits with Heidi to ensure her 
physical well-being. 

In addition, once Margaret located Al-Omary, she began her efforts to go to Saudi Arabia 
and visit her daughter. After three years of effort, in July 2002, she finally obtained permission 
from her ex-husband and the Saudi government to visit with Heidi in Saudi Arabia. Before 
Margaret went to Saudi Arabia, Al-Omary promised that Margaret would be able to meet with 
Heidi in Dhahran for five days. However, when Margaret arrived in Saudi Arabia, Al-Omary 
first moved the meeting from Dhahran to Riyadh, claiming a family emergency. Then, Al- 
Omary allowed Margaret to meet with Heidi for only one day, rather than the five promised. 

The State Department’s current efforts in the McClain case are focused on facilitating 
future visits by Margaret to Saudi Arabia, rather than on the return of Heidi. To this day, there 
are arrest warrants outstanding for Al-Omary. Despite the fact that the Saudi government issued 
a Saudi passport to Heidi knowing that Al-Omary did not have custody of her an was not 
allowed to take Heidi out of the country, the State Department has never demanded the return of 
Heidi from Saudi Arabia. 
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United States Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 20520 ^ 


November 8, 2002 


Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Following the October 2-3, 2002 hearing at which Assistant 
Secretaries Ryan Crocker and Dianne Andruch testified, additional 
questions were submitted for the record. Please find enclosed the responses 
to those questions. 


If we can be of further assistance to you, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. r 


i'bV i a 



Sincerely, 


Paul V. Kelly 
Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs 


Enclosure: 

As stated. 


The Honorable 

Dan Burton, Chairman, 

Committee on Government Reform, 
House of Representatives. 
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RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEJ^RING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 
IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 
OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 


Question 1: 

Please identify how many times the authorities granted under 8 
D.S.C. § 1182(a) (10) (C) (ii) have been used. 

Answer : 

Visa ineligibility determinations are made at the time of visa 
application (or when revoking an existing visa) . Our records 
Indicate that there have been six definitive ineligibility 
determinations made specifically under 8 U.S.C. § 

1182(a) (10) (C) (ii) , and a visa was revoked in a seventh case 
pursuant to the discretionary authority in 8 U.S.C § 1201 (i), 
based on concerns that the alien may be ineligible under § 
1182(a) (10) (C) (ii) . In addition, there are 66 lookout entries 
in the system for aliens suspected of being ineligible under 
this section, and their eligibility will be determined if/when 
they apply for a U.S. visa. (Some aliens may be the subject of 
more than one lookout entry.) 

Some aliens who assist or are related to a child abductor and 
could be refused under 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a) (10) (C) (ii) may also be 
separately ineligible under 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a) (10) (C) (i) , if the 
relative or assisting alien is actually holding the abducted 
child (e.g., for or with the abducting parent) under 
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RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 

IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 

OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 

circumstances meeting the criteria of the ineligibility 
provision. Our records indicate that 85 ineligibility findings 
have been made under 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a) (10) (C) (i) , and there are 
206 lookout entries for aliens suspected of being ineligible 
under this section. Although most of these findings and 
lookouts probably relate to the abducting parent, some may 
relate to relatives or others who assist the abducting parent by 
holding the abducted child. It is not possible to determine 
from the statistical figures, however, which of these 85 
ineligibility findings and 206 lookout entries relate to 
abductors and which may relate to relatives or others who may be 
holding the child. 
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RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 
IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 
OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 


Question 2: 

Please specify how many times those authorities have been used 
in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, including the names of the cases 
in which they have been used. 

Answer : 

Our records do not show any definitive inadmissibility findings 
in Saudi Arabia under 8 U.S.C. § 1182 (a) ( 10) (C) ( ii ) , which was 
added to the law in October 1998. However, using the 
discretionary authority in 8 U.S.C. § 1201 (i), the Department 
revoked the visa of Mr. Iba Fouad A1 Adel, who resides in Saudi 
Arabia and is the brother-in-law of Michael Rives, because of 
concerns that Mr. A1 Adel may be ineligible under that section 
(8 U.S.C. § 1182 (a) (10) (C) (ii) ) . (Please note that under 
section 222(f) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 

§ 1202(f)), this information is considered confidential and 
generally may be used only for the formulation, amendment, 
administration or enforcement of the immigration, nationality, 
and other laws of the United States.) 

In addition, there are 36 lookout entries in the system for 
aliens born in Saudi Arabia who are suspected of being 
ineligible under this provision (8 U.S.C. § 1182 (a ) ( 10 ) (C) ( ii ) ) , 
and we are aware of other lookouts on aliens residing in Saudi 
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RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS lOR THE RECORD 
COB4MITTEE HEaSING 

JttlERICaNS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 

IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 

OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 

Arabia but born in other countries. (Our statistical records do 
not show place of residence so we are not able to quantify 
exactly the latter number.) The 'eligibility of these 
individuals will be determined if /when they apply for a O.S. 
visa. 


4 



509 


RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 
IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 
OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 


Question 3 : 

Has the State Department responded to the Saudi Foreign 
Minister's letter of September 17, 2002? If so, has it 
responded to the list of four cases identified by the Saudi 
Foreign Minister? If so, how? 


Answer : 

Secretary Powell responded to Saudi Foreign Minister Saud Al- 
Faisal's letter on October 4, 2002, welcoming the Foreign 
Minister' s desire to work together on child custody cases 
through a bilateral working group, which would work to 
facilitate direct communication between the left-behind parent 
and the children in Saudi Arabia, and lead to the return of the 
abducted children to the United States. Ambassador Robert 
Jordan wrote to Foreign Minister Saud on October 20 addressing 
the four cases of alleged abduction of Saudi-national children 
to the United States. The letter informed the Saudi government- 
that in all but two of the cases, the children currently reside 
in Saudi Arabia, not in the O.S. 
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RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 
IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 
OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 


Question 4: 

Please describe the current status of the case identified in the 
Saudi list as "Sami Jalal Moghrab and Yasmin Jalal Moghrab," 
including whether the family currently resides in Saudi Arabia 
or the Onited States. 

Answer : 

According to Department files, Debbie Green Maghrabi, the mother 
of Sami, Yasmin and Rami Maghrabi, attempted to depart Saudi 
Arabia in early 2000 with Sami and Yasmin (Rami was not yet 
born) . Her Saudi husband filed a missing persons report with 
the Saudi police. The Saudi Ministry of Foreign Affairs sent a 
diplomatic note to the U.S. Consulate General in Jeddah, 
requesting that the consulate turn Maghrabi and her children 
into either the Salama Police Station or the Consular Security 
Branch, an office of the Saudi Ministry of Interior responsible 
for protecting foreign diplomatic missions, if they sought 
assistance from the consulate. Ms. Maghrabi did net seek 
assistance from the consulate, nor did she reveal her 
whereabouts to the consulate during the 40-plus days she was 
missing. She did contact the consulate and assured consular 
officers that she and the children were well. Ultimately, Ms. 
Maghrabi returned to her home. Her husband declined to file 
charges against her for attempted flight. A consular officer 
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RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 

IS THE SAUDI government RESPONSIBLE? 

OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 

subsequently met with Ms. Maghrabi and her husband, who agreed 
to attempt a reconciliation. Ms. Maghrabi and her children 
continue to reside, in Jeddah, Saudi Arabia. Ms. Maghrabi last 
contacted the consulate in early 2002 and said her husband would 
allow her to depart Saudi Arabia only with Rami, and not Sami 
and Yasmin. She declined this offer. This information is 
subject to the Privacy Act. 
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KESPONSKS TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 

IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 

OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 

Question 5: 

Please described the current status of the case identified in 
the Saudi list as "Abdul-Aziz Naser Alhjumedi," including 
whether the family currently resides in Saudi Arabia or the 
United States. 

Answer: 

The O.S. Consulate General in Dhahran has limited information 
about this case. The American citizen mother's name is Rene 
Hurst, bat she is known in Saudi Arabia as Rana Al-Humaidy. She 
was married to a Saudi citizen named Abdulaziz Al-Humaidy,. The 
couple had three children, two girls and a boy, who acquired 
American citizenship from their mother or by birth in the O.S., 
and Saudi citizenship from their father. The names 'of the two 
daughters are Suhailah and Sumlyah. The name of the son is 
unknown. 

In 1996,. an American citizen woman resident in the Dhahran 
Consular District advised the Consulate General that her friend, 
Ms. Hurst, would contact the consulate staff because she wanted 
to depart Saudi Arabia with her children. The American said 
that Ms. Hurst's Saudi husband had a drinking problem and abused 
Ms. Hurst and Lhe children. However, Ms. Hurst did not contact 
the consulate, and the consulate did not make an effort to 
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RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 

IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 

OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 

contact her so as not to interfere with her possible plans to 
depart Saudi Arabia. 

Ms. Hurst and the children traveled to the U.S. on vacation in 
approximately 1997. Ms. Hurst subsequently decided to remain in 
the U.S. She divorced her husband in a Florida court in 1998 
and the court granted her sole custody of Suhailah and Sumiyah. 

In July 2000, a local journalist, working on a story about this 
marriage, provided the consulate with a copy of Ms. Hurst's 
Florida divorce decree dated December 10, 1998, and a court 
order granting Ms. Hurst sole custody of Suhailah and Sumiyah 
and the father visitation rights. 

The consulate has not heard from Ms. Hurst and assumes that she 
and the children are residing in the U.S. The consulate is 
atte-upting to locate Mr. Al-Humaidy to ask him where his ex-wife 
and children are presently residing. 

The Department of State does not have contact information for 
Ms. Hurst, the children, or the father. We would welcome 
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RESPONSES TO QOESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 

IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 

OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 

additional details from the Saudi authorities concerning this 
alleged abduction from Saudi Arabia to the United States. 
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RESPONSES TO QDESOriONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 
IS THE SAODI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 
OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 


Question 6: 


Has a Saudi man ever won custody of a dual citizen Saudi-U.S. 
child from a D.S. court? If so, please identify the case. 

Answer: 

The Department does not monitor custody proceedings in the U.S., 
nor are we aware of most of them. We regularly provide 
information on preventing abductions to parents who request 
information for the purpose of U.S. custody proceedings. 

Parents rarely notify the Department of the outcome of such 
proceedings . 

The Consulate General in Jeddah is aware of two cases in which 
Saudi citizens have won custody of their children in U.S. 
courts. In the case of Saulisbury vs. Al-Dainy, Saudi national 
Majda Al-Dainy, resident in Minnesota, received sole custody of 
her son, Rakan Saulisbury, in 1997. Ms. Al-Dainy is a Saudi 
citizen. She returned to Saudi Arabia with Rakan shortly after 
winning custody. Mr. Saulisbury, an American citizen resident 
in California, petitioned a California court for sole custody of 
Rakan one year after the Minnesota ruling and was granted sole 
custody of Rakan in 1998. Rakan is currently in Saudi Arabia 
living with his mother. 
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RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SADDI ARABIA: 

IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 

OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 

In the case of Hartunian vs. Bin Laden, a California court in 
1993 granted shared physical custody of the daughter to both the 
American and Saudi parent. The judge ordered that the daughter 
can travel to Saudi Arabia. The case was brought again before 
the California court in September 2002. In a closed court 
session, the judge declared that joint physical custody would 
continue and that the father vrould retain his right to exercise 
physical custody of his daughter in Saudi Arabia. The court 
modified the custody order to require the father to post a $4 
million bond prior to his daughter's deparrure from the U.S. 

The Consulate General in Dhahran is aware of one case in which a 
Saudi father, Ibrahim Al-Rabiah, was awarded custody of his 
three children by a Montana court in 1994, after his wife. 

Ginger Bailey, left Saudi Arabia in 1993. The three children, 
two girls and one boy, returned with their father to Saudi 
Arabia. Ms. Bailey has remained in contact with her ex-husband 
and has been able to communicate with her children. 
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RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 
IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 
OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 


Question 7 : 

Has a Saudi man ever won custody of a dual citizen child from a 
U.S. court after the child has been abducted and taken to the 
U.S.? If so, please identify the case. 


Answer: 


The Department is aware of one Saudi father, Salman Naaser 
Ibrahim Al-Rashid, who successfully obtained the return of his 
son who was abducted from France to the U.S. in violation of a 
Saudi court order granting him custody. There was no U.S. 
custody order at the time of the abduction. We believe the 
parents reached a negotiated settlement, so a U.S. court did not 
make a ruling in the case. 
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RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERIC2UJS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 
IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 
OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 


Question 8: ■ 

Has an American woman ever won custody of a dual citizen Saudi- 
D.S. child from a Saudi court and been able to take the child 
out of Saudi Arabia? If so, please Identify the case. 


Answ'er : 


The Department is not aware of any case in which a Saudi court 
has granted an American woman custody of a Saudi-Anerican child 
and in which the American woman was permitted to remove the 
child from Saudi Arabia. 
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RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 
IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 
OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 


Question 9: 


Has the Saudi government ever voluntarily returned a O.S. 
citizen child to the United States after the child was kidnapped 
to Saudi Arabia? If so, identify the case. 

Answer: 


The Department is not aware of any case in which the Saudi 
government or a Saudi court has ordered the return to the U.S. 
of a.n American citizen child, who had been abducted to or 
retained in Saudi Arabia in violation of a U.S. court order. 
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RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HEARING 

AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 
IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 
OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 


Question 10: 


Under the Immigration and Nationality Act, if a 12 year old 
marries is she no longer considered a child? Does this mean an 
abducting parent would no longer be subject to an ineligibility 
to enter the U.S. if he married off the abducted 12 year old 
daughter? 


Answer : 


The visa ineligibility defined in INA section 212(a) (10) (C) (8 

O.S.C. § 1182(a) (10) (C) ) covers only cases involving an abducted 
"child," and INA section 101(b) (1) (8 U.S.C. § 1101(b)) states 

that a "child" must be unmarried and under 21. Therefore, under 
current law, if an abducted child enters into a valid marriage, 
neither the abductor nor those who assisted or are related to 
the abductor would be ineligible under this provision. However, 
the ineligibility would only cease to apply if the child were 
married in a marriage that is considered valid for U.S. 
immigration purposes. 


Under U.S. immigration law, the validity of a marriage is 
normally determined according to the law of the place of 
celebration, so if the marriage is invalid under relevant local 
law, then the marriage would not be recognized. In addition, 
even a marriage valid where celebrated would not be recognized 
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AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 
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for U.S. visa purposes if the marriage is void on the basis of 
U.S. public policy. Therefore, we believe that we could take 
into consideration the fact that most if not all U.S. states 
consider marriage to a 12-year-old to be void as contrary to 
public policy and on that basis we could decline to recognize 
the marriage for immigration purposes, unless there was evidence 
to show that this could be a valid marriage in the U.S. If we 
would not recognize the marriage for immigration purposes, then 
the visa ineligibility in 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a) (10) (C) would still 
apply, assuming the other criteria of the law are met. 

U.S. immigration law does not recognize polygamous marriages. 

In cases where an individual has several spouses simultaneously, 
only the individual's first marriage could be considered valid, 
even if polygamy is legal under the law of the country where the 
marriages were celebrated. Therefore, if the abducted child 
married an individual who already had at least one other spouse, 
then the abducted child's marriage would not be valid for U.S. 
immigration purposes, and INA 212(a) (10) (C) could therefore 
still apply. 
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In addition, even in the event that the marriage was valid under 
local law and it could be demonstrated that the marriage was not 
polygamous or void as contrary to O.S. public policy, if it was 
determined that the marriage was entered into solely to evade 
the consequences of 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a) (10) (C) , then the marriage 
would not be recognized, and therefore would not remove the visa 
ineligibility, because under those circumstances it would be 
considered a sham marriage entered into solely for U.S. 
immigration purposes. 

To our knowledge, we have not received a visa application in a 
case fitting this fact pattern, and an eligibility determination 
would only be made in the context of an actual visa application 
(or revocation of an existing visa) . 
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Question 11: 


Please list all other Saudi abduction cases other than those 
discussed below. For all of these cases, list the specific 
steps the State Department intends to take to resolve the 
situation, including an estimated timetable to achieve each 
step . 

Answer: 


Al-Jarboa/Dibenedetto: The American mother has asked that the 
Department take no action at this time. 


Al-Nof aily/Mohanmed : 

Secretary Powell recently wrote to Saudi Foreign Minister Saud 
Al-Faisal welcoming his idea to form a working group to resolve 
all child custody cases in Saudi Arabia. On November 1, 2002, 
Secretary, Powell called Saud Al-Faisal to highlight personally 
the issue of international parental child abductions to Saudi 
Arabia, and to convey the Administration’s desire for the return 
of American children unlawfully abducted to or wrongfully 
retained in Saudi Arabia in violation of a U.S. custody order, 
including Amina and Yousef Al-Nofaily. The Foreign Minister 
said he would do his best, within Saudi law, to resolve the 
situation . 
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Ambassador Jordan will continue to press the Saudi government at 
the highest levels to resolve this case and others. His goal in 
the case of abducted or wrongfully retained children is their 
return to the U.S., and in all cases the assurance of regular 
contact between the American parent and his or her children in 
Saudi Arabia. 

Near Eastern Affairs Assistant Secretary Bill Burns will also 
continue to press the Saudi government at the highest levels to 
resolve this and other cases. His goal in the case of abducted 
or wrongfully retained children is their return to the U.S., and 
in all cases the assurance of regular contact between American 
parents and their children in Saudi Arabia. 

Department officials will continue to meet with Saudi Embassy 
officials to press for the return to the U.S. of the Al-Nofaily 
children. 

On September 17, 2002, the D.S. Consulate General in Dhahran 
contacted Mr. Al-Nofaily and requested a meeting with the 
children. He refused, saying that the mother has not allowed 
him to have contact with his two older children residing in the 
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U.S. He also requested that all future contact be coordinated 
through Saudi government officials. Consulate officials are 
working with the Office of the Governor of the Eastern Province 
to schedule a meeting with the children in November 2002. 

Al-Rehaili/ Seramur : 

Secretary Powell recently wrote to Saudi Foreign Minister Saud 
Al-Faisal welcoming his idea to form a working group to resolve 
all child custody cases in Saudi Arabia. On November 1, 2002, 
Secretary Powell called Saud Al-Faisal to highlight personally 
the issue of international parental child abductions to Saudi 
Arabia, and to convey the Administration's desire for the return 
of American children unlawfully abducted to or wrongfully 
retained in Saudi Arabia in violation of a O.S. custody order, 
including Faisal Al-Rehaili. The Foreign Minister said he would 
do his best, within Saudi law, to resolve the situation. 

Ambassador Jordan will continue to press the Saudi government at 
the highest levels to resolve this case and others. His goal in 
the case of abducted or wrongfully retained children Is their 
return to the U.S., and in all cases the assurance of regular 


21 



526 


RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD 
COMMITTEE HESRING 

SMERICRNS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 

IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 

OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 

contact between the American parent and his or her children in 
Saudi Arabia. 

Near Eastern Affairs Assistant Secretary Bill Burns will also 
continue to press the Saudi government at the highest levels to 
resolve this and other cases. His goal in the case of abducted 
or wrongfully retained children is their return to the U.S., and 
in all cases the assurance of regular contact between American 
parents and their children in Saudi Arabia. 

Department officials will continue to meet with Saudi Embassy 
officials to press for the return of Faisal to the U.S. 

The U.S. Consulate General in Dhahran contacted Mr. Al-Rehaili 
on October 23 to request a welfare and whereabouts visit with 
Faisal and Safiah (now an adult) . Mr. Al-Rehaili continues to 
deny consular access until he determines the welfare and 
whereabouts of his daughter, Maha, who is resident in the U.S. 
Since Safiah is an adult, the Consulate General is attempting to 
make contact with Safiah directly to ascertain her wishes. 

Al-Shabrami/Ajami : 
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Secretary Powell recently wrote to Saudi Foreign Minister Saud 
Al-Faisal welcoming his idea to form a working group to resolve 
all child custody cases in Saudi Arabia. On November 1, 2002, 
Secretary Powell called Saud Al-Faisal to highlight personally 
the issue of international parental child abductions to Saudi 
Arabia, and to convey the Administration's desire for the return 
of American children unlawfully abducted to or wrongfully 
retained in Saudi Arabia in violation of a U.S. custody order, 
including Hatem Al-Shabrami. The Foreign Minister said he would 
do his best, within Saudi law, to resolve the situation. 

Ambassador Jordan will continue to press the Saudi government at 
the highest levels to resolve this case and others. His goal in 
the case of abducted or wrongfully retained children is their 
return to the U.S., and in all cases the assurance of regular 
contact between the American parent and his or her children in 
Saudi Arabia. 

Near Eastern Affairs Assistant Secretary Bill Burns will also 
continue to press the Saudi government at the highest levels to 
resolve this and other cases. His goal in the case of abducted 
or wrongfully retained children is their return to the U.S., and 
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in all oases the assurance of regular contact between American 
parents and their children in Saudi Arabia. 

Department officials will continue to meet with Saudi Embassy 
officials to press for Faisal's return to the U.S. 

The U.S. Consulate General in Dhahran intends to meet with the 
father in November 2002 to discuss his promise to bring Hatam to 
the U.S. to visit his mother. To that end, the consulate is 
writing to the Office of the Governor of the Eastern Province to 
facilitate this meeting and will work directly with Mr. Al- 
Shabrami to arrange a meeting. 

Boye: This case recently came to the Department’s attention and 
is not yet an active case in the Office of Children's Issues. 
None of the parties involved in this case are Saudi citizens. 
According to the father, the American mother resides in Saudi 
Arabia with her current American husband, who is employed by an 
educational institution in Saudi Arabia. The Office of 
Children's Issues provided the left-behind father with 
information on abductions to Saudi Arabia and guidance on filing 
criminal charges . The father .has not yet provided Information 
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to the Office of Children's Issues on the status of U.S. custody 
of the daughter. If requested by the FBI, the Department will 
revoke the mother's U.S. passport and request that the Saudi 
government deport the mother and her daughter to the U.S. If 
requested by the father. Embassy Riyadh will attempt to locate 
the mother and daughter, and request a meeting to verify the 
child's well-being, discuss the implications of abducting her to 
Saudi Arabia, and encourage the mother to voluntarily return her 
to the U.S. 

Hakeem: The American mother has asked that the Department take 
no action at this time. 

Kamil/Khan: The American mother has asked that the Department 
take no action at this time. 

Saulisbury/Al-Dainy: The U.S. Consulate General in Jeddah will 
request another welfare and whereabouts visit with Rakan in June 
2003. The last visit took place in October 2002. 

Shamaa/Parley : 

Secretary Powell recently wrote to Saudi Foreign Minister Saud 
Al-Faisal welcoming his idea to form a working group to resolve 
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all child custody cases in Saudi Arabia. On November 1, 2002, 
Secretary Powell called Saud Al-Faisal to highlight personally 
the issue of international parental child abductions to Saudi 
Arabia, and to convey the Administration's desire for the return 
of American children unlawfully abducted to or wrongfully 
retained in Saudi Arabia in violation of a U.S. custody order, 
including Mohamad and Naiem Shamaa. The Foreign Minister said 
he would do his best, within Saudi law, to resolve the 
situation. 

Ambassador Jordan will continue to press the Saudi government at 
the highest levels to resolve this case and others. His goal in 
the case of abducted or wrongfully retained children is their 
return to the U.S., and in all cases the assurance of regular 
contact between the American parent and his or her children in ■ 
Saudi Arabia. 

Near Eastern Affairs Assistant Secretary Bill Burns will also 
continue to press the Saudi government at the highest levels to 
resolve this and other cases. His goal in the case of abducted 
or wrongfully retained children is their return to the U.S., and 
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in all cases the assurance of regular contact between American 
parents and their children in Saudi Arabia. 

Department officials will continue meet with Saudi Embassy 
officials to press for the return to the U.S. of the Shamaa 
children. 

In mid-October 2002, the U.S. Consulate General in Jeddah 
requested a welfare and whereabouts visit with the Shamaa 
children. Mr. Shamaa is considering this request, and has 
promised to reply with a date and time when a visit can take 
place. The consulate continues to maintain good relations with 
Mr. Shamaa and is in regular contact with him regarding the 
children's well-being. 
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Question 12 : 

How and when did the State Department learn that the Gheshayan 
sisters were being taken to London? 

Answer : 

On the evening of August 30, 2002, Adel Al-Jubeir, the Foreign 
Affairs Advisor to Crown Prince Abdullah, informed Jim Larocco, 
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary in the Bureau for Near 
Eastern Affairs, that the Gheshayan sisters and their husbands 
were in London and might seek a meeting with a consular official 
from the U.S. Embassy in London. The Department then conveyed 
this information to Embassies Riyadh and London. 
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Question 13: 


Please describe all communications, including the identities of 
the individuals participating, between the State Department and 
Saudi officials or representatives regarding the visit of the 
Gheshayan sisters to London. 


Answer: 

Saudi Crown Prince Foreign Affairs Advisor Adel Al-Jubeir 
notified Near East Affairs Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary 
James Larocco that the sisters were traveling to London and 
might seek a meeting with a O.S. Consular official there. 
Consular Affairs Deputy Assistant Secretary Dianne Andruch then 
contacted Margaret Higgins, Acting Consul General in the U.S. 
Erabassy in London, and informed her that the Gheshayan sisters 
were in London, and instructed her to schedule a meeting with 
the Gheshayan sisters, to include an Arabic-speaking Department 
Interpreter available as needed (via telephone in Washington) . 
Mr. Larocco informed Mr. Al-Jubeir that Ms. Higgins would be the 
point of contact. 
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Question 14: 


Who requested the meeting between the Gheshayan sisters and the 
consular officer in London? Who was the request made to? 


Answer : 

Adel Al-Jubeir conveyed to NEA Principal Deputy Assistant 
Secretary Larocco on August 30, that the Gheshayan sisters might 
seek a meeting with a U.S. consular official in London. Al- 
Jubeir confirmed the morning of August 31 that the sisters 
would be willing to meet with U.S. consular officials in London. 
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Question 15: 

Did the Gheshayan sisters make a request to meet with a consular 
officer in London? 

Answer : 

When the Department of State learned the sisters were in London 
and might seek a meeting with a consular official, Ms. Higgins 
was immediately instructed to contact them and arrange for such 
a meeting. The Gheshayan sisters do not speak English. Ms. 
Higgins spoke to one of their husbands, Sami, who took her name 
and said he would call her back. Apparently believing Ms. 
Higgins might be a member of the press, Sami called Mr. Nail Al- 
Jubeir in Saudi Arabia (note: Nail, brother of Adel, serves as 
congressional liaison in the Saudi Embassy in Washington) . Mr. 
Nail Al-Jubeir then called Ms. Higgins and they made 
arrangements for the meeting on August 31. 
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Question 16: 

Who made the decision to have a State. Department official meet 
with the Gheshayan sisters? 

Answer : 

The State Department had long sought to meet with the sisters to 
ascertain their welfare and learn their wishes about return to 
the O.S. We assumed such a meeting would take place in Saudi 
Arabia. News of their possible willingness to meet with a 
consular official in London enabled us to have direct contact 
with the sisters. 
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Question 17: 

Please describe all communications between State Department 
officials and Patricia Roush regarding the visit of the 
Gheshayan sisters to London. 

Answer : 

Mr. Randy Carlino, Citizen Services Specialist, spoke to Ms. 
Roush on August 31, 2002, and on September 1, 2002. In the 
first call, Mr. Carlino told Ms. Roush that the Government of 
Saudi Arabia had informed the State Department that her 
daughters were in Europe, and might wish to talk to a consular 
officer. Mr. Carlino explained that we could not confirm this 
information, but if it were true, an Embassy officer would be 
prepared to see them. Mr. Carlino then asked Ms. Roush if she 
had a message to convey to her daughters if such a meeting did 
occur. Ms. Roush declined to provide a message. 

Mr. Carlino telephoned Ms. Roush the next day, September 1, 2002 
at 12:10 pm and informed her that he had additional information 
about her daughters. Ms. Roush said that she already knew what 
Mr. Carlino had to say — that her daughters had met with a 
consular officer in London. 
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Question 18: 

Was Ms. Roush asked if she consented to the meeting between the 
State Department and her daughters? Why? 

Answer : 

Ms. Roush was not asked if she consented to the meeting between 
the State Department and her daughters. Since Alia and Aisha 
were both adult U.S. citizens in August 2002, there was no 
requirement to obtain Ms. Roush's consent to meet with them and 
substantial reasons for agreeing to their request for a private 
meeting - to inquire directly with them about their welfare and 
desires. 

Mr. Carlino had informed Ms. Roush in telephone conversations on 
August 7, 2001, and July 10, 2002, that Embassy officers in 
Riyadh were continuing their efforts to meet privately with Alia 
and Aisha in order to assess their welfare, learn their desires, 
obtain photographs of them for their mother, if possible, and to 
deliver to them any letters or photos Ms. Roush cared to 
provide. Ms. Roush emphasized that such a meeting was no 
substitute for her daughters' return to the United States. 
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Question 19: 


Was Ms. Roush asked if she wanted to participate in the London 
meeting? If not, why not? 


Answer : 


Ms. Roush was not asked if she wanted to participate in the 
London meeting because Alia and Aisha had requested the meeting 
and had not requested her presence. 
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Question 20: 


If Ms. Roush objected to the State, Department meeting with her 
daughters, why did the State Department proceed with such a 
meeting? 


Answer : 

The Department of State's highest priority is protection of 
American citizens. Consular officers endeavor to meet with 
American citizens whenever a meeting has been requested. The 
consul in London did not require parental permission for the 
meeting as she was meeting adult American citizens. Alia 
Gheshayan (DOB January 5, 1979) is 23 years old and Aisha 
Gheshayan (DOB July 2, 1982) is 20 years old. 
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Question 21: 

Does the State Department consider the Roush/Gheshayan case to 
be resolved? 

Answer : 

The Department of State will continue to urge the Gheshayan 
women to meet with their mother in the O.S. In their meeting, 
Ms. Higgins noted to the sisters that the United States 
government considers them American citizens and therefore has an 
ongoing interest in their welfare and wishes. She reiterated 
that as U.S. citizens, the sisters were entitled to seek 
assistance and protection at any U.S. mission should they 
require it. We stand ready to offer any and all consular 
services to the sisters, as we would to any other Americans 
abroad who request them. 
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Question 22: 

Does the State Department consider the statement made by the 
Gheshayan sisters to have been a true expression of their will, 
free from duress or coercion? 

Answer : 

According to the consular officer there was no indication that 
any statements were made under duress or coercion. The 
Gheshayan sisters provided no clues to suggest they were not 
being truthful or believed themselves to be in any danger. 
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Question 23: 

What specific steps will the Department of State take to resolve 
the Gheshayan case? Please provide an estimated timetable to 
achieve each step. 

Answer : 

The Department of State will continue to urge the Gheshayan 
women to meet with their mother in the U.S. During any future 
meetings with Alia and Aisha Gheshayan we will continue to 
stress that they are U.S. citizens, that they have the right to 
travel to the United States if they so desire, and that the U.S. 
government has a long-standing, continuing, interest in their 
welfare. Consular officers will also remind Alia and Aisha 
Gheshayan that their mother longs to see them again, is 
interested only in their welfare, and wants to be personally 
assured of their happiness and well-being. We will urge them to 
come to the United States to express their wishes. 

As United States citizens. Alia and Aisha can be issued United 
States passports by applying at our Embassy in Riyadh. They do 
not require visas to enter the United States. The Saudi 
government has assured us that adult American women would be 
allowed to leave the Kingdom if they so desire. If we learn 
from the women that they wish to return to the United States, we 
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will approach the Saudi government to assist in obtaining 
permission for them to do so. 


It is not possible to predict when Alia and Aisha will want to 
come to the United States. 
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Question 24: 

Is there any record indicating that Ambassador Fowler asked the 
State Department if he had permission to continue Ambassador 
Mabus' policy of visa denials in the Gheshayan case? 

Answer: 

That is our understanding of what occurred. Se are attempting 
to search our records to see if there is a written record of the 
exchanges and will advise the Committee if we find any such 
record. 

It should be noted that a visa application may be denied only if 
some specific visa ineligibility exists under the law. Having 
the same last name as an alien who is ineligible as a child 
abductor under INA 212(a) (10) (C) (i) is not itself a legal basis 
to refuse a visa application, and at the time in question, even 
being a relative of an abductor was not itself a legal basis for 
a visa denial. INA 212(a) (10) (C) was not amended to allow 
refu.sal of family members ef abductors until 1998. Even under 
the statute as amended in 199S, the mere commonality of last 
names would not itself be a basis to refuse an application 
definitively, although it could be a basis to make a temporary 
refusal under INA 221(g) in order to determine whether the 
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applicant actually has a family relationship with the abductor 
that would fall within the scope of INA 212(a) (10) (C) (ii) (III). 
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Question 25: 

Has the Saudi government provided the State Department with any 
documentation, including, but not limited to, an affidavit, 
regarding the allegation that Amjad Radwan informed the Saudi 
Foreign Ministry that she was offered $1 million to come to the 
United States? 


Answer : 

The Saudi government has not provided any such documents. 
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Question 26: 

Has the State Department requested any such documents? 


Answer: 

The State Department has not requested any such documents. 
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Question 27: 


Does the State Department have any information Indicating that 
the Saudi government has requested that Amjad Radwan return her 
passport to the Saudi government? 

Answer : 

The State Department has not heard from Amjad Radwan or any 
other source that she has had to return her passport. 
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Question 28 : 


When was Amjad Radwan married? 


Answer: 

We understand that Ms. Radwan married in mid-August 2002. On 
August 25, 2002, she informed an Embassy official that she had 
married "about two weeks ago." 
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Question 29: 


Where does fiitijad Radwan currently reside? Does she reside with 
anyone? 


Answer: 

Ms. Radwan told an Embassy official in August 2002 that she 
continues to reside with her mother, Monica Stowers, in Saudi 
Arabia. We have no other information at this time. 
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Question 30: 

Has the State Department demanded that the Saudi government 
return the Al-Arifi children to the United States? If not, why 
not? 

Answer : 

Secretary Powell recently wrote to Saudi Foreign Minister Saud 
Al-Faisal welcoming his idea to form a working group to resolve 
all child custody cases in Saudi Arabia. On November 1, 2002, 
Secretary Powell called Saud Al-Faisal to highlight personally 
the issue of international parental child abductions to Saudi 
Arabia, and to convey the Administration's desire for the return 
of American children unlawfully abducted to or wrongfully 
retained in Saudi Arabia in violation of a U.S. custody order, 
including the Al-Arifi children. The Foreign Minister said he 
would do his best, within Saudi law, to resolve the situation. 

Ambassador Robert W. Jordan and other senior State Department 
officials have discussed the Al-Arifi case at the highest levels 
in both Washington and Saudi Arabia, and have urged the Saudi 
government to take a more active role in returning the Al-Arifi 
children to the U.S. Also, Near Eastern Affairs Secretary Bill 
Burns raised the importance of cooperating to resolve this and 
other cases with Saudi Foreign Minister Saud Al-Faisal on 
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October 20, 2002. The Foreign Minister agreed. On October 26, 
2C02, the Embassy in Riyadh formally asked the Saudi government 
by diplomatic note that the Al-Arifi children be returned to the 
U.S. The Embassy will follow-up with the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs . 

Also, Ambassador Jordan has been in touch with Ross Perot, and 
met personally with Ms. Tonetti in September 2002 in Dallas. He 
encouraged her to meet with Saudi officials and has offered her 
his full support. He is ready to assist all the left-behind 
parents to the fullest extent of his ability. 

On October 28, 2002, Department officials met with Saudi Embassy 
officials and requested the Embassy's assistance in returning 
the Al-Arifi children to the U.S. 
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Question 31: 

What steps does the State Department plan to take to resolve the 
Al-Arifi case? Please provide a timetable for each step. 

Answer: 

Arrbassador Jordan will continue to press the Saudi government at 
the highest levels to resolve this case and others. His goal in 
the case of abducted or wrongfully retained children is their 
return to the U.S., and in all cases the assurance of regular 
contact between the American parent and his or her children in 
Saudi Arabia. 

Near Eastern Affairs Assistant Secretary Bill Burns will also 
continue to press the Saudi government at the highest levels to 
resolve this and other cases. His goal in the case of abducted 
or wrongfully retained children is their return to the U.S., and 
in all cases the assurance of regular contact between American 
parents and their children in Saudi Arabia. 

Department officials will continue to meet with Saudi Embassy 
officials to press for the return to the U.S. of the Al-Arifi 
children . 
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Question 32: 

Has the State Department expressed any concern to the Saudi 
government regarding its role in the kidnapping of the Al-Arifi 
children? 

Answer : 


The Department has no evidence that the Saudi government played 
a role in kidnapping the Al-Arifi children. 
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Question 33: 

Has the State Department expressed any concern to the Saudi 
government regarding the Crimes Against Islam charges which have 
been brought against Joanna Tonetti? 

Answer: 

The Department has expressed concerns about these charges in the 
context of arranging a possible visit by Tonetti, who is a Saudi 
citizen, to Saudi Arabia, and the Saudi government has agreed to 
look into dropping such charges. However, Tonetti has told the 
Department that even if the charges were dropped, she would not 
be comfortable traveling to Saudi Arabia for fear of vigilante- 
style attacks on her. Therefore, we have informed her that we 
are not pursuing having these charges dropped. 
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Question 34 : 

Has the State Department decided to deny visas to members of the 
al-Arifi family? 

Answer : 

The names of Al-Arifi family members that we are aware of have 
been entered into the visa lookout system as possibly subject to 
8 D.S.C. § 1182 (a) (10) (C) . Their eligibility for a visa will be 
determined if /when they apply for a visa. 

We have also attempted to determine whether any of the family 
members might have valid visas that were issued before they were 
entered into the lookout system, so that we could consider 
whether a visa revocation would be appropriate. However, we 
either found no record of any visa issuance or did not have 
sufficient biographic data to determine whether they had visas 
or not. If the Committee can provide full names and dates and 
places of birth for any individuals of interest, we can make 
further record checks. 

Please note that under section 222(f) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. § 1202(f)), the information in this 
response is considered confidential and generally may be used 
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only for the formulation, amendment, administration or 
enforcement of the immigration, nationality, and other laws of 
the United States. 
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Question 35: 

Has the State Department demanded that the Saudi government 
return Heidi Al-Omary to the United States? If not, why not? 

Answer: 

Secretary Powell recently wrote to Saudi Foreign Minister Saud 
Al-Faisal welcoming his idea to form a working group to resolve 
all child custody cases in Saudi Arabia. On November 1, 2002, 
Secretary Powell called Saud Al-Faisal to highlight personally 
the issue of international parental child abductions to Saudi 
Arabia, and to convey the Administration's desire for the return 
of American children unlawfully abducted to or wrongfully 
retained in Saudi Arabia in violation of a U.S. custody order, 
including Heidi Al-Omary. The Foreign Minister said he would do 
his best, within Saudi law, to resolve the situation. 

Ambassador Robert W. Jordan and other senior State Department 
officials have discussed the child abduction cases at the 
highest levels in both Washington and Saudi Arabia, and have 
urged the Saudi government to take a more active role in 
returning Heidi to the U.S. Also, Hear Eastern Affairs 
Secretary Bill Burns raised the importance of cooperating to 
resolve this and other cases with Saudi Foreign Minister Saud 
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Al-Faisal on October 20, 2002. The Foreign Minister agreed. On 
October 26, 2002, the Embassy in Riyadh formally asked the Saudi 
government by diplomatic note that Heidi Al-Omary be returned to 
the O.S. The Embassy will follow-up with the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs. 


On October 28, 2002, Department officials met with Saudi Embassy 
officials and requested the Embassy's assistance in returning 
Heidi to the U.S. 
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Question. 36: 

What steps does the State Department plan to take to resolve the 
Al-Omary case? Please provide a timetable for each step. 

Answer: 

Ambassador Jordan will continue to press the Saudi government at 
the highest levels to resolve this case and others. His goal in 
the case of abducted or wrongfully retai.ned children is their 
return to the U.S., and in all cases the assurance of regular 
contact between the American parent and his or her children in 
Saudi Arabia. 

Near Eastern Affairs Assistant Secretary Bill Burns will also 
continue to press the Saudi government at the highest levels to 
resolve this and other cases. His goal in the case of abducted 
or wrongfully retained children is their return to the D.S., and 
in all cases the assurance of regular contact between American 
parents and their children in Saudi Arabia. 

Department officials will continue to meet with Saudi Embassy- 
officials to press for Heidi's return to the U.S. 
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OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 

The D.S. Consulate General in Dhahran met with Mr. Al-Omary on 
October 20, 2002 to request a consular visit with Heidi, verify 
her well-being, and arrange a phone call between Heidi and Ms. 
McClain. The father has refused. On October 27, 2002, the 
consulate requested assistance from Saudi government officials 
in obtaining access to Heidi and arranging a phone call. 
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Question 37: 


Has the State Department expressed any concern to the Saudi 
government regarding its role in the kidnapping of Heidi Al- 
Omary? 

Answer: 


The Department has no evidence that the Saudi government played 
a role in kidnapping Heidi. 
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Question 38: 

Has the State Department expressed any concern to the Saudi 
government regarding the way the Saudi government handled the 
2002 visit of Margaret McClain to Saudi Arabia? 

Answer : 

The Saudi government assisted in arranging the 2002 visit of 
Margaret McClain to Saudi Arabia. The visit would not have 
taken place but for the intervention of Saudi government 
officials. We have discussed with Saudi government officials 
the need for more organized visit arrangements, so as to prevent 
Saudi parents from changing the visit parameters at the last 
minute, which happened during the McClain visit. The Saudi 
government has agreed to work with Department officials to make 
such arrangements . 
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IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 

OCTOBER 2-3, 2002 

Question 39: 

Has the State Department decided to deny visas to members of the 
Al-Omary family? 

Answer: 

The names of Al-Omary family members that we are aware of have 
been entered into the visa lookout system as possibly subject to 
8 D.S.C. § 1182(a) (10) (C) . Their eligibility for a visa will be 
determined if/when they apply for a visa. 

We also attempted to determine whether any of the Al-Omary 
family have valid visas that were issued before they were 
entered into the lookout system, so that we could consider visa 
revocation if appropriate. However, we found no record of any, 
such visa issuance using available biographic data. 

Please note that under section 222(f) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 O.S.C. § 1202(f)), the information in this 
response is considered confidential and generally may be used 
only for the formulation, amendment, administration or 
enforcement of the immigration, nationality, and other laws of 
the United States. 
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Question 40: 


Has the State Department demanded that the Saudi government 
return the Rives children to the United States? If not, why 
not? 

Answer : 

Secretary Powell recently wrote to Saudi Foreign Minister Saud 
Al-Faisal welcoming his idea to form a working group to resolve 
all child custody cases in Saudi Arabia. On November 1, 2002, 
Secretary Powell called Saud Al-Faisal to highlight personally 
the issue of international parental child abductions to Saudi 
Arabia, and to convey the Administration's desire for the return 
of American children unlawfully abducted to or wrongfully 
retained in Saudi Arabia in violation of a U.S. custody order, 
including Lily and Sami Rives. The Foreign Minister said he 
would do his best, within Saudi law, to resolve the situation. 


Ambassador Robert W. Jordan and other senior State Department 
officials have discussed the child abduction cases at the 
highest levels in both Washington and Saudi Arabia, and have 
urged the Saudi government to take a more active role in 
returning Heidi to the U.S. Also, Near Eastern Affairs 
Secretary Bill Burns raised the importance of cooperating to 
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resolve this and other cases with Saudi Foreign Minister Saud 
Al-Faisal on October 20, 2002. The Foreign Minister agreed. 

On June 25,. 2002, Embassy Riyadh wrote the Saudi government to 
request that the Rives children's American passports be returned 
to the Embassy, and that the Saudi government clarify on what 
basis the Saudi authorities issued Saudi passports to the Rives 
children . 

On September 21, 2002, on notification that the Department of 
State had approved the prudential revocation of the visa. 

Embassy Riyadh revoked the U.S. nonimmigrant visa of the taking 
parent's brother, Iba Fouad Al-Adel. The taking parent's sister 
has been notified of her possible ineligibility for a D.S. visa 
should she apply. In addition. Embassy Riyadh is working 
through the U.S. Embassy in Paris to advise the taking parent's 
second brother also of his possible visa ineligibility. 

On September 28, 2002, the Embassy in Riyadh formally asked the 
Saudi government by diplomatic note that the U.S. custody order 
be enforced and the Rives children be returned to the D.S. 
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On October 2, 2002, the U.S. Consul General met with a Deputy 
Minister in the Saudi Ministry of Interior to follow up on an 
earlier diplomatic note requesting an explanation for the 
issuance of Saudi passports to Sami and Lilly. He said that the 
passports would have been issued as identification and travel 
documents, but that Sami and Lilly would not/not have been 
granted Saudi citizenship. The Deputy Minister said that Sami 
and Lilly have the option at age 18 to apply on their own for 
Saudi citizenship based on the Saudi citizenship of their 
mother. He agreed to inquire as to the whereabouts of the 
children's American passports and to return them to the embassy. 
To date, the passports have not been returned. 

On October 7, 2002, the U.S. Consul General met with the 
Consular Affairs Section Chief at the Saudi Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs. The Consul General explained the background of the 
Rives case and urged that Sami and Lilly be promptly returned to 
the U.S. The Consular Affairs Section Chief agreed to review 
the case. To date, he has not responded. 

On October 28, 2002, Department officials met with Saudi Embassy 
officials and once again emphasized that Sami and Lilly are not 
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Saudi nationals and requested the Embassy's assistance in 
returning Sami and Lilly to the O.S. 
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Question 41; 

What steps does the State Department plan to take to resolve the 
Rives case? Please provide a timetable for each step. 

Answer ; 

Ambassador Jordan will continue to press the Saudi government at 
the highest levels to resolve this case and others. His goal in 
the case of abducted or wrongfully retained children is their 
return to the U.S., and in all cases the assurance of regular 
contact between the American parent and his or her children in 
Saudi Arabia. 

Near Eastern Affairs Assistant Secretary Bill Burns will also 
continue to press the Saudi government at the highest levels to 
resolve this and other cases. His goal in the case of abducted 
or wrongfully retained children is their return to the U.S., and 
in all cases the assurance of regular contact between American 
parents and their children in Saudi Arabia. 

Department officials will continue to meet with Saudi Embassy 
dfficials to press for the return to the U.S. of the Rives 
children . 
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Question 42: 


Has the Saudi government provided any justification for the 
holding of the Rives children in Saudi Arabia? 

Answer : 


No. To date, the Saudi government has not responded to any of 
the Embassy’s notes concerning the Rives children, and has not 
commented to the Embassy concerning the Rives children. 
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Question 43: 

Does the State Department believe that there is any 
justification under Saudi law for the retention of the Rives 
children in Saudi Arabia? 

Answer: 

A Saudi court can legally grant the mother custody of her 
children if the father is considered unfit. It is also not a 
violation of Saudi law to provide Saudi travel documents to non- 
Saudi citizens in order to provide legal means for them to 
remain in the country. However, the Department will continue to 
press for the return to the U.S. of the Rives children, 
emphasizing the fact that they are not Saudi citizens and they 
are in Saudi Arabia in violation of a U.S. court order. The 
Embassy understands that the mother plans to file in Saudi court 
for custody of her children. 
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Truth, Lies and Videotape 


By WiDiam McGum 

Prince Bandar bin Sultan Is categorical: It is 
“alwolutely not true, "he wrote in a letter to this 
nen-spaper, that Saudi Arabia “is holding Ameri- 
cans against their will.” In fact, according h) the 
Saudi ambassador to Washington, there are only 
12 child abduction cases involving an American 
and Saudi parent. And in a similar letter to 
Indiana Republican Dan Burton. Prince Bandar 
says that in the High-profile case of Alia and 
Ateha Gheshayan— two American sisters kid- 
napped to Saudi Arabia back in 1986— his govern- 
ment “delivered precisely what you and the 
Ammcan media have requested." 

DnaMe to Leave 

But Cong^sman Burton is equally unequivo- 
cal. Addressing his response directly to Crown 
Prince Abdullah, he says that during his recent 
visit to Saudi Arabia it became clear that there 
are many American citizens “who face severe 
physical abuse, who fear for their lives, and are 
unable to leave Saudi Arabia due to the policies 
of the Saudi government." Fhr from there being 
only a dozen cases, Mr. Burton says, the real 
number may be in the 
hundreds. 

Most susjndous of 
all. the spiriting out of 
the kingdom of the 
Gheshayan sisters Just 
as his congressional delegation arrived in Riyadh 
was,' he charges, a deliberate effort "to under- 
mine the delegation's work." one that will have a 
“chilling effect" on other young Americans. 

Plainly one of these men is tiying to pass oil a 
whopper. And to Chitirman Burton's credit, his 
House Government Reform Committee tomorrow 
will , air these contradictions in public, in new 
hearings entitled “Americans Kidnapped to Saudi 
Arabia; Is the Saudi Government Responsible?” 

In addition to testimony from witnesses who 
will directly challenge all Prince Bandar's asser- 
tions, the committee has also subpoenaed 
Michael Petruzzello, an American PR person 
who represents the Saudis and whose staffer 
was involved in the dubious interview in London 
with the Gheshayan sisters the Saudis arranged 
last month. Notwithstanding Prince Bandar's as- 
surances. the hearings will underscore the bru- 
tal fact that the only American children who've 
been reunited with their American mothers are 
those lucky enough to pull off an escape. 

“I hope your government lakes this seri- 
ously,” Mr. Burton stales in his letter to Crown 
Prince Abdullah. “The conduct of your govern- 
ment during the delegation's trip to Saudi Ara- 
bia. as well as Prince Bandar's letter [to Mr. 
Burton) suggest otherwise." 

No better example of Saudi obstructionism 
exists than the ham-handed way the Saudis dis- 
patched Alia and Aisha Gheshayan out of the 
kingdom just as Congressman Burton arrived to 
try to negotiate a good-faith meeting. Ftir years 
every request from U.S. officials to bring the 
women to America to meet with their mother 
and decide for themselves has met with tiie 
same tired Saudi answer: The government can- 
not dictate to private citizens where to go. 

Yet Prince Bandar would now have us believe 
that two Americmi women who, so far as anyone 
knows, have never been out of Saudi Arabia 
since being taken there by fteir father, suddenly 
decide to take a holiday at the precise moment 
kfr. Burton’s del^atlon arrives in Riyadh. Ac- 
cording to the Arab News, the Saudi government 
even paid for the trip. 

It is a familiar pattern, the Saudis vehemently 
claiming the women hate their motiicr and have 
no wish to go to America— but taki^ extraordi- 
nary pains to maintain control and intimidation. 
During the London inteniew with a producer 


from Fox’s "The O'Reilly Factor," the Saudis had 
in the room a paid minder who took notes and 
even gave the Gheshayan women head signals. 

Some holiday. As Congressman Burton put it 
in his letter, we're asked to believe that a “Saudi 
government, which refuses to respect the wishes 
of women when it comes to travel, appearing in 
court, dress or even driving a car, respects the 
pruTorted wishes of the [Gheshayan] sisters to 
refuse to travel to the United States or meet with 
their mother.” 

Or what about Arajad Radwan, a 19-year-old 
American who did finally get permission to 
leave-hut not until personal intervention from 
the president of the United States? No sooner did 
she get her her exit visa, than it turned out she’d 
been recently married off by her Saudi father. 
The Saudis say that she is free to go, but Miss 
Radwan's mother says the pressure on her 
daughter has been intense, with the Saudis tell- 
ing the frightened 19-year-old that if she got on 
that plane her father would be punished, and 
that she could never return, etc. 

On top of this, the new husband wbo material- 
ized out of nowhere signs a letter accusing Con- 
gressman Burton of offering Miss Radwan $1 
million to get on the 
plane with him. Prince 
Saud raised this al- 
leged bribe several 
times, adding that the 
couple said they would remain in Saudi Arabia if 
the Saudis gave them more. Again, note the con- 
venience. The one U.S. politician who's dared to 
hold the Saudis accountable for what they’ve 
done to innocent AmerlcSh women and children 
finds himself accused of bribery, And Miss Rad- 
wan is likewise painted as a gold digger. 

This past Sunday evening, Miss Radwan’s 
case came up on CBS's "60 Minutes,” When 
anchor Mike Wallace asked Adel al-Jubelr, the 
Saudis’ point man here, about Miss Radwan, 
Mr. al-Jubeir insisted he hadn’t even heard of 
her until a month or so ago. Whereupon "60 
Minutes" produced a letter about Miss Rad- 
wan’s case-4ated 1988 and signed by Mr. al- 
Jubeir himself. 

At tomorrow’s hearings, two more mothers, 
Joanna Stephenson Tonettl and Margaret Mc- 
Clain, will testify how Prince Bandar’s embassy 
helped kidnap their children to Saudi Arabia, 
even after being given copies of U.S. court or- 
ders making clear the children were not to leave 
America, 

And It will be interesting to square Prince 
Bandar's claim that "no Americans are being 
held against their will” with additional testi- 
mony by l7-year-ol(l Maha al-Rehaili, who just 
escaped from her Saudi father during a family 
trip to Malaysia. The escape was covered by "60 
Minutes," and before going to the U.S. Embassy 
for help Miss al-Rehaili stopped to go on camera 
where she said she would kill herself If forced to 
return to Saudi Arabia. 

No Progress 

Back in August, when Prince Bandar was 
invited to George W, Bush’s Crawford ranch, 
White House spokesman Art Fleischer told re- 
porters the president raised these cases with 
Prince' Bandar because he was unhappy that 
"not enough progress has been made, because 
people who should be allowed to come back to 
the United States have not been able to." 

Today, not only has Saudi Arabia maintained 
the dismal status quo. Prince Bandar has upped 
the ante by directly contradicting the president 
with his assertion that the kingdom holds no 
Americans against their will. Maybe it’s time 
President Bush let Prince Bandar know what he 
means by the word "progress.” 

Mr. McGum is the Journal's chief editorial 
writer. 


The Saudi position on U.S. 
captives is deeply suspect. 
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The Blowhard Zone 


By William McGurn 

It's not everyday that one finds oneself on a na- 
donally televised talk show, two feet from a host 
who Is completely unhinged and shrieking, “I 
want to tell the audience, this man is telling you a 
lie, ahold face lie." Then again, it’s not every day 
one is on "The O’Reilly Factor." 

I didn’t ask to he on the “Factor.” The show 
called me last Wednesday, to ask what I had 
thought of the previous night’s coverage. That one 
centered on a controversial interview in London, 
which Mr, O’Reilly had arranged with the Saudi 
embassy, featuring two American women who had 
been kidnapped to Saudi Arabia at ages seven and 
four; predictably the women denounced their 
mother. Thereupon Mr. O’Reilly declared these 
women “brainwashed," and told their mother, Pat 
-whose microphone he cut off, saying she 
w.' ■) emotional” -that her daughters had their 

chu . to “make a run for freedom" and didn’t. 

Stabbed in the Back 

When asked, I told Mr. O’Reilly’s producer that 
I thought he had stabbed 
this mother In the back; that 
he’d cut off another guest, 

DriaDavis,whocouId speak 
more credibly on this than 
any of us; and, worst of all, 
that In arranging this Inter- 
view he had colluded with a 
foreign government to sabo- 
tage the efforts of a group of 
congressmen then inside 
Saudi Arabia trying to nego- 
tiate the Roush case. Mr. 

O’Reilly’s producer told me 
she hoped I would say that 
on the air. And I did, Since 
Mr. O’Reilly has made it an 
issue, let me go through the charges one by one. 

• Stabbing an American mother in the hack. Mr. 
O’Reilly admits he did not tell Pat Roush that her 
daughters-and her granddaughter -were In Lon- 
don. He arrangcdthatsecretlywith Saudis. He fur- 
ther admits that he did this because he knew the 
Saudis would not go for a deal that included the 
mother. 

• Dria Davis. All Mr. O'Reilly seemed to know 
a' ■■'er was that she was an American girl who 
Cl d from Saudi Arabia. More pertinent, 
though, was that she too had been interviewed by 
a State Department representative who concluded 


that her father “is clearly fond of his daughter”; 
this at a time, as we know now, when her father 
was threatening to kill her. “If he lO’Reilly] had 
just shut up for a moment and listened,” Miss 
Davis told me, “he would have known why Pat’s 
daughters could not be speaking freely." 

• Colluded with the Saudis. Mr. O’Reilly origi- 
nally proposed to Rep. Dan Burton (R.. tnd.) that 
the delegation meet the Roush sisters Inside Saudi 
Arabia before a Fox camera; the Burton people re- 
sponded that such a meeting was unwise. Burton 
staffers say they were shinned to learn, upon their 
arrival in Riyadh, that the Saudis had spirited Ms. 
Roush’s daughters out of the country on the pre- 
cise day the delegation was there to press de- 
mands the women be brought to America. 

Mr. O’Reilly admits that he set the whole thing 
up with Add al-Jubeir. the Saudis’ point man. As 
be said. "We convinced the Saudis to fly the 
women, now ages 19 and 24, to London, where our 
producer interviewed them.” In other words, the 
deal vios: The Saudis supplied the women, he sup- 
plied the interview. 

In a statement i^ued on his return. Rep. Bur- 
ton scored the Saudis for their “bad faiUi” in re- 
moving the Roush sisters out of the country, say- 
ing. “It isclearthat they Ithe Saudis) purposefully 
were involved in an effort to undermine” his visit. 
Hweare to believe Mr. O’Rcilly’sown words, itdl 
happened at his instigation. My contention is not 
that Mr. O’Reilly deliberately set out to do Mr at- 
Jubelr's dirty work. The point-as I stated on the 
show-is that Mr. al-Jubeir and Co. were looking 
for a sucker and they found him. 

1 did not come at this as an O’Reilly hater. I re- 
gard Fox News as a national treasure, and even 
wrote a column for this paper a few years back 
about Mr. O’Reilly’s rise at a time when he was 
whining that the New York Times would not even 
mention his name. But the freedom of American 
women and children in Saudi Arabia is an ex- 
tremely sensitive issue, not to be entrusted to a 
man whose ego and naivete lead him to believe 
that in one TV show he can settle what other peo- 
ple have been working years to do. That same ego 
still leads Mr O’Reilly to claim that simply getting 
the women to London is a victory, when ail he did 
was bring them out of one controlled environment 
into another. 

We know from history not to trust these kinds 
of arrangements. In 1985, a Soviet sailor jumped 
ship in the Mississippi River, and was sent back af- 
ter a U.S. government interview determined he 
wanted to go home. Last year this sailor turned up 


in the office of Sen. Jesse Helms-one of the few to 
make astink at the time-as an ordained Catholic 
priest. He recounted that his earlier statement, 
about wanting to return to theUSSR, was made be- 
cause of KGB intimidation. 

More recently, the Dominican nun and friend 
of Janet Reno's who originally supported sending 
Elian Gonzalez hack to Cuba courageously 
changed her mind when she met with Elian’s 
grandmothers in America and reported seeing 
fear and manipulation. And then there’s Miss 
Davis, who State concluded was happy in Saudi 
Arabia while she was screaming on the phone to 
her mom that she feared for her life. Mr. O’Reilly 
admitted on air too that he let a minder hired by 
the Saudis sit in on the interview, taking notes and 
making head signals to the Roush daughters. 

Mr. O’Reilly, it seems, cannot understand that 
this is not about him or even his intentions but the 
consequences of his actions. When I tried to raise 
those consequences, he became unglued and 
screeched“liar!” Nowhe’s shlftedtheissue again, 
asking what we owe Americans who are “brain- 
washed." 

The short answer is that we surely do not want 
to send the perverse message that if you victimize 
Americans enough, you’re home free. More than 
that, the question misses the gut of the issue. This 
is not solely about helping Pat Roush or any of the 
otherfamilies. It’s about ensurlngrespect for U.S. 
citizenship andU.S. law. In adangerous world, na- 
tions need to know that there will always be conse- 
quences for messing with Americans. 

fHnal Word 

Notwithstanding Mr. O'Reilly’s London deba- 
cle, and his claims that no one could do any better 
than he did, Rep. Burton has made some progress. 
PrinceSaudwent on record promising that Ameri- 
can women who want to leave will be allowed to. 
Amjad Radwan, the 19-year-old American we 
wroteabout, got apassport with a visa that, in the- 
ory, allows her to leave the kingdom. And we now 
have the promise of the U.S. ambassador that no 
American who seeks refuge will be turned away 
from the embassy-a promise that Congress, 
State and the administration need to see enforced. 

The Saudis should not get the final word on 
writing off kidnapped and victimized Americans. 
And neither should Bill O’Reilly. 

Mr. McGum is the ./oumal's chief editorial 
writer. A fransenpf of the 0‘lieilhj show is avail- 
able at OpmfonJournnl.com. 
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*^1 Am an American’ 


By William McGurn calls teing scooped up by “a big man’’ and then 

taken out of the office as her mom and brother 
The words crackle over the phone line from followed. Another Stale Department, officer had 


Riyadh, in softly accented English. “I am ah 
American woman,” Amj.ad . Radwan repeats. 


already called Miss Stowers’s ex-husband. 
Again Amjad was taken from her. Ultimately, 


"My mother always fells me how free America Miss Stowers would be arrested and spend time 
is, and how itiuch my grandmother, my aunts in a Saudi prison. 

and uncles and cousins ih America love me. But Typically the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh hasn’t 
though I am American I cannot go see them. been all that eager to hear from Miss Stowers. 

If Miss Radwan appears at pains to stress her But when the embassy got wind of last month’s 
adjilt status, it's because the same U:S. govern- congressional hearings on how State has 


ment that triimpets its liberation' of Afghan botched . these cases, the embassy’s Charle® 


■women.sudd^hiy begins Shuffling Its diplomatic 
feet when the subject 

The as. en^sy threw out 


: can women languish- 
ing |n Saudi Arabia. In 
the .l^t month alone, 


U.S. citizens seeking refiige. 


G 1 ai 2 called to fln^ out 
whai she was. going. l6 
say. Mr,. Glata^ .she 
says, told her that Ms. 
Reed denies any recol- 
lection of calling in the 


When asked pUblicly about cases such as Amjad Marines, .though the Government Reform Com- 
Radwan and Alia and Aisha Gheshayan, at least • mittee does have an embassy write-up of the 
three, senior American officials -Secretary of incident! According to the Marine Corps, this is 
State Colin. Powell, White House spokesman Ari definitely outside the parameters governing em- 
Fleischer, and Assistant Secretary for Near Bast- bassy Marine, who are there to protect national 
em Affairs William Bums-all muddied the is- security and diplomats-not to do State’s dirty 


eni Affairs William Bums— all muddied the is- securi 
su^;J)y resorting to the State Department Jiht}. work. 
pAt'.Rie fates: of. at least a dozen-Ameftoan gU 
in Sauiiii Arabia are “custQdy’? 5 S|i^ll.'l^ iii^ ■ 
yofving "children A, -•< < j, 

The reason-i^ -plain: Most ArtieHc^ns under- by^lii 
stand the detdht],orf o| innocent U.S: citizens as de)»S 
an, outrage. Indee^in many ways these cases But S 
are a microcoshrQf the whole U-S.-Saudi relation- motile 


. ijSjnce that day. Miss Radwan’s life rivals any- 
thing Ifi “lOOl Arabian Nights." Sodomized by 
hof half, toother (Rasheeil was also sodomized 
by t)ic, {|nme lialf-brdther, as well as by his un- 
de). she. was inarrieU off by her father at age 12. 
Biit;She.ra|i away, eventually living with her 
motll(;r .aS'a quasi-fugitive in an abandoned 


ship, where Uncle. Sam sends troops to prop up saud( s'qfiaol Miss Radwan’s Saudi husband di- 
their regime whilBtJiey show contempt for Araer- vorcetj her. and today mother, daughter and 

ica. And why: not? In ac- ; * - ‘ - 

cepting that these af^ mere i 
faniily squabblds. subject to 
Saudi law rather;:than de- 
claring them ; affronts to 
America, the State- Depart- 
ment only encourages 
Saudi intransigence. 

“You can’t imagine, 
what it‘s like' to put your 
faith in your go'vernment. 
and then, when you turn to 
it for help, to hear time and - - : V - Vr ner in th.e Pacific— but whose reward from his 

again that ‘we have to re- Aynjad Radivan . country was never to meet bis granddaughter 

spect Saudi law,”' says - - before he died. Ditto for an uncle of Miss Rad- 

Miss Radwan’s mother, Monica Stowers. “It’s wan’s who served in Vietnam. Alas, outside her 
like finding out there's no God.” dreams the closest Miss Radwan gets to Amer- 


vorce4 lieri aud today mother, daughter and 
brotltoMt^c together in a legal but furtive exist- 
ence, with Mi.ss Radwan unable to leave and all 
three: looking over their shoulders for whatever 
horror Saudi law might bring next. 

Faith in America 

Throughout all these travails. Miss Stowers 
has tried to maintain her faith in her homeland. 
An American flag, for example, hangs over her 
leievUdon set. Her father, Eddie Stowers, was a 
sail^ who drove landing vehicles on D-Day and 
later endured kamikaze attacks as a Navy gun- 
ner in th.e Pacific— but whose reward from his 
country was never to meet bis granddaughter 
before he died. Ditto for an uncle of Miss Rad- 
wan’s who served in Vietnam. Alas, outside her 
dreams the closest Miss Radwan gets to Amer- 
ica these days is a Riyadh Starbucks or Safeway. 


(oved) 
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^J-2Qp2' Dqw' Jotiti .O. Wight 's 


t,HUR$DAt^/^|UDY:TiV2t>02 ^‘VOfijJccXis^ffSl' f •-' * 


Wiitieii(0i ■•••••• 

■ Na pjtft knows bbUeF/ttiin . AhTiJ^ RadwSrt 
. hpw: desperate life can be fpr an Ameriean whos^: 
coLmti^hasttTittendieEoff.iBoFnin 1983 1^1 Hojus^^^ 
ton to are American' mother and Saudr father who? 
Had met ‘at the iTiiWeM of Balia#> she W^' 
taken to Saadi Arabia as an infant, aton? with 
her older brother, Rasheed. When they arrived 
in Riyadh later that year, her mother was in for 
!;% jTag^. shocki^Niiar- Radwari liad neglae^leil to 
the^ta?§i^llTexas, under w^^ la^s 
'he^'w^Mtrrie{5^’^!l^a§alteady-ha<ka?wrf^;OTd 
fafe!^^l{twouidh1^^ffhe first’ tihliJf'^r^iudi 
wouiff-i^finstrat^lif^hm for Am()n«iW law. 
ir.-'^lfiplss StoweifAl'She w|S|^^retum 
what :tt§f^My ^d^^fphdi mere 
hayie'dd^.e: HC gTabh.e®ftM_^|9ff|fe'^en she 
^pthte^Sted, an Islamic custody 

because she was a Ghnstf|iu^i 5 ’§ Stowers re-' 
turned, to America belie^life^her*: governraeiat 
would help her-, a big mis.t^#Q.ver the next 
decade, apart., from sporac^iwims at a Saudi 
police sjatioh, Amjad wou^ tre-:almost entirely 
cut drt ftfiin her mother 
r • f^er raised heillQ^beheve she was 

{he child of' his first wife. But her brother 
Rasheed told her it was a iie. valiantly keeping 
the memory of their American mother alive. In 
1990 Miss Stowers went back to Saudi Arabia^ and 
Rasheed niet her at the airport. Not long' after, 
they made their move, picking Amjad up at 
school 'atid fleeing to the American Embassy. 
There, she believed. She would fmd refuge. 

That was her second big mistake. 

Iii testimony. submitted to the; House Govern- 
ment Reform Gommittee; Miss Stowers says that 
Karla Reed, a State Department officer, coldly 
informed her that the .Americah Eihba^y 
“not a hotel.” When Miss Stowers refused to 
leave and' pleaded for help, two Marines were 
brought in. Miss Stowers says she held the Amer- 
ican passports of her. and her two U.S. children 
In front of her, never believing that an American 
Embassy would turn the American military on a 
helpless American mother and her children. 

“You see that Arnerican flag over the em- 
bassy and you think, ‘I’m safe now. This is civili- 
zation. and they’ll do something to help me 
here,’” One of the Marines apologized to her. 
Amjad, who was then only seven years old. re- 


*^.l§y;|eaifc 'tfj'sorne bitter..ironies. Though 
MisS'E^wan iS forbidden to. ICaVe Saudi Arabia 
without w permission from 
•';|efeifa&e,F^‘lier- Saudi- xeiatiyd^ aunts 

.aniT GoasmS— have, gll beei]: given visas by the 
''StAtd'‘^p‘aftJnent to visit Amferfca, which they 
apparently love to do. But she, the American 
citizen, can't. 

.“There is no futur^; for. ire Saudi Arabia," 
sH&fel'issme. “I can't gm^sqhopU I can!t get a 
g^.'j()fi| and my fcU]|et^*p'^ii^tjf^arry me [off] 
to'^maii in his > . 

State^g|Mm,^f^flcials say. they 
hay^^r^iscd Unsjaii^^Mer c^pstWith Sau(lj ‘of(i- 
cjdll^^l^t lip ^®l®#^Ulfaliv. they 

nlM^'i^ar thht^^ppiavsJ^B^^o oniyAn tlte 

a ^pf a, ipfkM^idiSpu®^mot.as what \t 
^ GajlS'r Co 

Assi^^^^^etary .BlU’ns 
AniMMlHer says.that 
^ h u li ’ <■ « that .and. dife 

are adujm5^^hnicany" Ke 
W^rilgl^^^bEl their c^^Mgtqdi^, disputes 
women wer&gXl^AS childreji- 
■ ’ It iS' ’tilling, moreover. rntflSto dipiomats-al- 
wayg speak- about “raising" these cases-never 
about resolving them, or demainding that these 
American hostages, be given exit visas, or ieven 
letting us know what the response is from, say, 
Crown Prin.ee Abdullah when they do .“raise ” the 
issue with him. Americans, the Saudis and State 
both appreciate, have a short attention span, 
and in a few months the press and Congress will 
forggt aft; about Miss Radwan and the 
‘Ghesfiayari sikefs. 

And so Miss Radwan rots in Saudi-imposed 
exile, , wondering what, will pefall. her should 
something ■ happen Ao ■ her 46-year-oId mother, 
who’s already been treated for cancer. “America 
is my future," she says firmly. 

There was a day when American embassies 
rose to the occasion; granting refuge to a Catho- 
lic carding in Budapest, two Pentecostal fami- 
lies in Moscow, a Chinese dissident in Beijing, 
etc. Isn’t it time George W. Bush instructed our 
embassy in Riyadh to begin showing as much 
concern for American women and children? 

Mr. McGum is the Journal's chief editorial 
writer. 
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REVIEW & OUTLOOK 


SiegeofState 


A Hoii.se committee begin.s marking up a Grossman has testified to Congress that State 
homeland security bill today that could “uses visa policy to advance our goals." We 
strip the State Department of its power wish. Take Saudi Arabia, where the House of 
to issue visas to foreigners. Naturally the For- Saud still refuses to grant Amjad fladwan, an 
eign Service is upset, but maybe America’s dip- American woman, a visa to leave Saudi Arabia 

American diplomats 
need a lesson in haw to 
represent Americans. 

with the argument, . mg a visa to the family 

made by Colin Powell and others, that visa deci-‘ of Miss Radwan s uncle, whose brother refuses 
sions are a foreign-policy matter. The problem ‘o grant her permission to leave. The episode 
is that Congress no longer trusts the State De- has done the impossible and united arch-Con- 
partment to administer visas honestly, much gres-sional enemies, Democrat Henry Waxman 
less in America’s best interests. And why and Republican Dan Burton, in common out- 
should it. given the department’s track record •‘age- 

since September 11? In the mid-1990s, U.S. Ambassador to Riy- 

That’s the day the U.S. was attacked by 19 adh Ray Mabi^ (a political appointee, not a ca- 

airplanc hijackers. 15 of whom were Saudi na- reer diplomat) actually tried to use visas to 

tionals. Yet instead of shutting down its Visa sway the Saudis, and to good effect. He revoked 
Express program for Saudi citizens the nexl U.S. visas for any member of a Saudi family re- 
day, as common sense would suggest, State lated to Alia and Aisha Gheshayan, two other 

kept it going as if nothing much had happened. U.S. citizens detained in the kingdom. This 


lomats should stop 
and reflect on how 
things came to this 
pass. 

We sympathize 


to return home to 
America. But that ap- 
parently hasn't 
stopped our State De- 
partment from grant- 


Even now the department won’t tell Con- 
gress what the program’s 
status really Is. During 
sworn testimony last 
month, State's Dianne An- 
druch implied that the pro- 
gram had been “shut 
down,” and that there was 
now a waiting period for 
male Saudi applicants to en- 
ter the U.S. But last week a 
cable from the U.S. Ambas- 
sador in Riyadh that was 
leaked to the press made Colin Foivell 
clear that Visa Express was 
still up and running, because he was a.sking for 
guidance on how to close it. 

It gets worse. A single Foreign Service Of- 
ficer in the Jeddah consulate issued 10 of the vi- 
sas to the Saudi hijackers. Yet GAO investiga- 
tors told House staffers that no one from State 
ever interviewed that officer after 9/ 11 to learn 
what might have gone wrong. 



brought the Saudi government to the bargain- 
ing table with a deal for their freedom. But Mr. 
Mabus’s policy was overruled by his successor, 
and the deal fell through. 

It’s true that Mr. Powell recently sacked 
Mary Ryan, the head of consular affairs respon- 
sible for these fiascoes. But there’s reason to 
doubt that the culture of State has changed. 
The real spirit of State was revealed in an 
e-mail circulated by Chuck Keil, a State ca- 
reerist and acting ambassador to Italy, that 
was leaked earlier this week. 

The e-mail said that Mr. Burton’s attempts 
at visa oversight showed that “the spirit of Joe 
McCarthy is alive and well” and went on to “fer- 
vently hope" that "Secretary Powell and his 
leadership team can find a Joseph Welch to 
step up to confront the likes of Dan Burton and 
his ilk." Another officer, Columbia Barrosee, 
hailed this as “an excellent message, ” and sug- 
gested that any non-career officer appointed to 
the Ryan post would be a “neo-Nazi.” In other 
words, Saudis who imprison American citizens 


We've also had a scandal about foreign na- 
tionals working in the U.S. Embassy in Qatar, 
who sold at least 71 visas, including three to peo- 
ple with al Qaeda connections. To accomplish 
this, they either had to have the assistance of a 
Foreign Service Officer (i.e,, an American) or 
access to his code. Either way it's a serious se- 
curity breach. 

Undersecretary fur Political Affairs Marc 


deserve an express pass to the Mayo Clinic, but 
elected representatives of the American people 
are witch hunters. 

Secretary Powell began his tenure telling 
the foreign service he'd be their champion, but 
by now' it's clear he needs to clean house. Until 
he does. Congress can be forgiven if it tries to 
teach American diplomats that their job is to 
represent American interests. 
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A ^ Civis Americanus Sum 

A mericans normally don’t look to British spokesman Ari Fleischer refer to these women 


A meric 

lords for inspiration on Independence as “children” and describe their plights as “cus- 
Day. But this July Fourth, with our na- tody" battles. When the U.S. government re- 
tlon at war, a strong dose of Lord Palmerston fuses to stand up for American citizens trapped 
may be just what the doctor ordered. For Palm- in Saudi Arabia, should we really have been sur- 
erston understood something the State Depart- prised to find the Saiidis so uncooperative in 


ment has yet to grasp: In a dangerous world, 
you want to make 
sure your passport r 
counts for something. State 

In an 1850 House of needs an Ai 

Commons speech de- 
fending his decision to blockade Greece after 


The State Department 
needs an American desk. 


the use of American t ases in Saudi Arabia in 
the war in Afghani- 
■j Stan? 

epartment The point is that the 

Tican. desk. U.S. has a strong, na- 

tional interest in let- 
ting the world know tiere will be dire conse- 


an Athenian mob had burned down the hopie of quences for molesting art American abroad, 
a British citizen, Palmerston pul it this way: Scarcely two years ago 17 American sailors 
"As the Roman in days of old held himself free were killed when terrorists bombed the USS 
from indignity when he could say ‘Civis Ro- Cole, an attack that went unavenged. Since 


manns Sum' [“l am a Roman citizen”), so alsoa 9/11 we've learned th^ price of siich fecklessr 
British subject, in whatever land he may be, ness. 


shall feel confident that the watchful eye and 
the strong arm of England will protect him 
against injustice and wrong," 

Aniericarts once, traveled the 
world wi^ a similar assurance. But 
respect for U.S.- citizenship Is not 
what it used to be. On this day in this 
space last year, we highlighted the 
plightof Li Shaomin, aChinese-bom 
American citizen who was then be- 
ing detained by Beijing on 
• trumped-up spying charges. . . 

Mr. Li was not alone. Not only 
did China also detain Gao Zhan, a 
professor at American University 
in Washington, they placed her 
five-yeaf-old son, Andrew-an 
American— in a Beijing “kinder- 
garten” away from his mother and his Ameri- 


PASSPORT 


United States 
' <0/ America 


And there have beetpi encouraging signs of a 
new seriousness from some parts of our govern- 
ment. Thie FBI aggressively pur- 
sued Daijny Pearl’s kidnappers. 
America pushed Manila to try to 
rescue tHe Burnhams. And just 
this weeli: the Bush Administra- 
.tion rightly rejected an attempt 
to put U.S. troops in Bosnia under 
the threat of prosecution by the 
new International Criminal. 
Court. This rejection iriakes jlist 
the right(Statement: Our troops 
will risk their lives to do the job, 
but we’re; not going to let Private 
John Smith be hauled before a 
court that can be counted on to 
put politics before justice. . 

It may be too much to expect State to mount 


can father for 26 days without notifying U.S. a more aggressive stance than this, however 


consular officials of their action. much we need it, giveh the diplomatic incem 

Since then we have had more grisly remind- toward clientitis. But clearly some in Gon- 

ers of just how vulnerable our fellow citizens ?ress want one, which explains the calls to 
overseas can be. This newspaper’s Danny State of the authority to issue visas and 

Pearl was murdered in Pakistan because, as 8^'^® the new Depaiptraent of Homeland Se- 
his captors made brutally clear, he was a Jew curity. Short of this, there's also the old pro- 
and an American. Likewise in the Philippines, Posal of creating an “American desk" at State, 
Martin and Gracia Burnham were kept hos- first championed by Senator Jesse 

tage for more than a year by the al Qaeda- Helms but also endorsed by former Secretary 
linked Abu Sayyaf before the Manila govern- of State Warren Christopher during his confir- 
mentrescuethatfreedGraciabuttookherhus- mation hearings. I 
band s life. fnhis recent West Point speech, George W. 

Meanwhile in Saudi Arabia, Amjad Ram- Bush spoke elbquenfl>i of the need for “new 
dan and Alia and Aisha Gheshayan -three thinking.” “By confronting evil and lawless 
American citizens— remain forbidden to leave regimes,” said the President, “we do not cre- 


that nation because they are women. Yet in- ate a problem, we reveal a problem." And 
stead ofdemandingtheirrelease, U.S. officials. Lord Palmerston would know just where to 

from rnlin Pnwpll Hnwn Ihrnjio'h Whifp House sfiirt. 
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Saudi Arabia’s 

By William McGurn ^ 1 


^iijierican Captives 


When Pat Roush wants to show off her daugh- 
ters, she reaches for an old Christmas photo. IPs 
the classic family snapshot: two happy little 
girls in front of the tree, holding matching 
Pound Puppies.-gifts from Santa-over- their 
heads. 

Exactly one month later. Miss Roush would 
lay out their black Mary Janes and party dresses 
for a birthday bash the girls had been looking 
forward to. It was a' party they would never 
make. Kidnapped by their estranged father, 
seven-year-old Alia and her three-year-old sis- 
ter. Aislia, were already on their way to Saudi 
- Arabia: 

That was 1986, and the sisters, now young 
women, remain there still. They have not .seen, 
their mother sin.ee, except for one heart-wrench- 
ing two-hour meeting in 1995 where Alia, clad iii 
the black abaya. begged her mother, “Please. 

Mama, don’t leave us here!” In the meantime. 

Alia.has been married off;, each has been con- 
verted to Islam; and both remain 
under an effective life s 
tence in a Ikndwhose law 
forbids them- to leave 
without the written per- 
mission, of a father or 
husband. 

Wahhabi Yoke 

T’m proud America - 
has liberated Afghan 
women from the Wah- 
habi yoke,” says Miss 
Roush, referring to the 
brand of Islam Osama 
bin Laden and the Sau- 
dis pushed among the 
Talibart. “But what 
about America’s own 
daughters? ^en does 
liberation come for my 
girls?" 

Good question. Until 
very recently hers was only an- Roush, ana her daughters. 
olKer hardduck tale. But 9/11 dli a, left, and Aisha, in the 198 0s 
has dramatically changed the 
backdrop. For 16 years, the Saudi desk at the 
State Department has told her. “Let’s look at Ibis 
from a Saudi’s point of Yiew." But tomorrow the 
House Government Reform Committee will hold 
hearings that will finally look at her case from 
an explicitly American point of view. 



Plainly the testimony will not be kind to a 
Saudi Arabia now in the midst of a PR campaign 
designed to persuade Americans that 15 of 19 
hijackers carrying Saudi passports should be 
nothing between friends. But the grilling may be 
more embarrassing to State, especially when 
Congress hears how Americans in. distress were 
treated when they cried out-often literally-for 
help. A taunt from a representative of the gover- 
nor of Riyadh to Miss Roush sums up the si^al 
received by the Saudis: “Your State Department 
won’t help you. and. your government doesn’t 
want you." 

Alia arid Aisha’s tragedy began on a snowy 
Super Bowl Sunday in 1986 Just outside Chicago. 
By that time Pat Roush had split with her Saudi 
husband. Khalid al-Gheshayan. whom she had 
met as a student in California; Gh?tshayan’s 
record during his years in America shows sev- 
eral arrests and a hospital diagnosis of alcohol- 
ism and paranoid schiaophrehia. 

Though Pat had secured a divorce and cus» 
tody of the children, she did let her husband see 
his daughters when he returned to America-. On 
the day in question, she was readying'herself for 
the birthday party In’ the’ girls’ bedrooni. She 
glanced at Alia’s Brovmie handbook on a night- 
stand, and suddenly felt a hollow pain in her 
stomach. When she called Gheshayan and he 
didn’t answer, she raced over the building where 
he'd taken up resideiipe. • 

In the grocery store below, a young child told 
her. “He.took them away in a taxi and they didn't 
want to go.” Days later,' her husband would call 
to tell her their daughters were in Saudi Arabia. 

A few months later, the office of a Saudi gover- 
nor would make a tape— in the presence of the 
U.S. consul general-in which a glazed-looking 
Alia said, ’’I hate the United States” and “My 
mother hates me and my sister." 

Since then Miss Roush, a nurse, has spent 
almost every waking moment badgering diplo- 
mats, pushing for legislation. . putting holds on 
ambassadors, picketing the Saudi Embassy, 
even hiring mercenaries. With a few, brave ex- 
ceptions, however, American officialdom has 
seen her as a nuisance. How much easier their 
Jobs would be if this woman would simply write 
her daughters off. 

Still, twice, she has come close to getting 
them out- The first time was in 1986. when pres- 
sure from Illinois Sen. Alan Dixon resulted in a 
deal that would have reunited the two tiny Ameri- 
cans with their mom. But the deal broke down 
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after the higher-ups in Foggy Bottom cabled the 
ambassador that he was not to be present at the 
deal, on the grounds that the U.S. must “maan- 
tain impartiality.’^ 

The second time came under the girls’ other 
champion. Ambassador Ray Mabus. Appointed 
by Bill Clinton, the former Mississippi governor 
made no bones that he wanted the girls back in 
America, referring to Gheyashan as a criminal, 
cutting off all U.S. visas for his family push- 
ing hard for a resolution. He too worked^one out, 
but left for America before it was seen pirougH, 
never dreaming that it would all come crashing 
down in his absence. . 

“This was never about Saudi law and cus- 
toms,” says Mr. Mabus. "It was about American 
law. This is a man- [Gheshayan] who voluntarily 
put himself under American law, got married 
under American law, was divorced under Ameri- 
can law and then broke that lav/.” 



her return to America. 


.When she begged the 
U.S. Embassy for help, 
they told her there was 
nothlng.they could do.. “I 
was confused,” she says. “I . 
just kept asking, !Why?’” 


Tomorrow, Congress will 
play tapes Dria's mother se- 
^edy made of emotional phone conversations 
duringjher daughter’s captivity, with Dria tear- 
fully relating how her father shrieked at her, 
callingiher a "bitch,” and screaming for her 
mother* to "get me out of here, they are going to 
kill met" Abused by her father, abandoned by 
her country, . this intrepid teenager ultimately 
pulled off her own escape, via Bahrain, when 
she was just 13. 

When set against the larger war on terror- 
ism, the plight of a handful of American women 
may apj>ear small potatoes. And there are, un- 
doubtedly any number of people who regard 
Miss Roush’s campaign for her daughters a dis- 
traction ifrom larger issues. But after 16 years, 
the answer to that should be obvious: If not now, 
when? I 

The State Department understandably bris- 
tles at thA accusation that it is indifferent to the 
plight b^ fellow Americans such as Alia and 
Aisha. But the problem is not that State hasn’t 
done any^ing. The problem is that everything 
the Statel Department has done has been done 
within th^ parameters set by Saudi law. Thus do 
we signal] that our “special relationship” is more 
important than two American daughters-and 
then we are surprised that the Saudis are so 
uncooperative in, say, the Khobar Towers investi- 
gation. 

Mother’s 

Meanwhile Pat Roush refusesf to , give, up- 
hope, knowing that the only thing her forgotten 
daughters [have going for them is a mother’s 
love. She ikeeps everything from their child- 
hood— Alias’s Brownie uniform, a fingerpainting 
from Aishi, .their Pound Puppies-ln the hope 
lhat she might someday show them she’s never 
stopped fighting for them. 

At the official level, the American response is 
always that this is a complicated matter. But 
privately thp whispers, are that all it would really 
take is for President Bush to. let Crown Prince 
Abdullah ktjow he wants his two citizens to come 
to America,|Where they can then decide’ for them- 
selves, whei^e they want to Jive without fear of 
reprisal. As'one State, representative conceded to ’ 
a concessional staffer, in terms .of U.S. repre- 
sentation. AJia and A.isha would be befter off if 
they were convicted criminals. 

The bitter irony is not lost on Miss Roush. “In 
Peru, Presj(^ent Bush raised the case of Lori 
Berenson,” -she sighs. “If an American woman 
convicted of* aiding guerrillas is worthy of the 
president’s c»ncem, shouldn't he be able to say 
something about ,two American women serving a 
life sentenc^ even though they’ve never done 
anything wrong?” 

Mr, Mcolim is the Journal’s chief, editorial 
writer. 
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State Pressure 

The Saudis feel heat over the Roush case, but it's status quo at the State Dept 


T he Saudi government is getting hot under the kaffiyeh these days from all the media 
coverage of the Patricia Roush affair, in which an American woman has been trying for 
nearly two decades to free her (now adult) daughters from Saudi Arabia. Adel al-Jubair, 
the Saudi crown prince's personal emissary, is said to have called on a top U.S. State 
Department official last week to offer a deal the Saudis hope will put the troublesome Roush 
situation behind them. 

Roush tells NRO a State Department official phoned her late last week to report that Al-Jubair 
told William Bums, who heads State's Near East Affairs bureau, that the Kingdom would 
permit two female officials from the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh to meet Roush's daughters, 
Aisha and Alia al-Gheshayan, at a "tea party" at Alia’s villa. In return for the meeting, Roush 
says, the State Department would have to guarantee that during the visit, the embassy officials 
would take down a statement from the young women stating where they wanted to live — 
presumably, in Saudi Arabia — and make it public. 

"I asked, 'Did Ambassador Bums mention that these are two American citizens, and we want 
permission for them to come to the United States?' The answer was no," Roush tells NRO. 
"Ambassador Bums told [al-Jubair] that the statement would appear staged. That's all he said." 

A State Department spokeswoman declined to confirm or deny the contents of the 
conversation between Bums and al-Jubair, or that the meeting took place. "Because they have 
not signed a Privacy Act waiver, we cannot comment on any issues regarding [Roush's 
daughters] because they are both adults," the spokeswoman said. 

Roush responded acidly: "They're not able to sign a Privacy Act waiver because they are being 
held by a totalitarian regime." 

As those who have been following this case know, an American court awarded Roush custody 
of daughters Alia and Aisha in a 1985 divorce from her husband, Khalid, who comes from an 
influential Saudi family. In 1986, Khalid kidnapped the children and took them to Saudi 
Arabia. Roush has been trying ever since to gel her children back, with virtually no help from 
the State Department, which, in theory, is supposed to work for Americans. In fact. State has 
an appalling record of appeasing the Saudis in these matters, a fact that has been pointed out 
with prophetic outrage most recently by the Wall Street Journal editorial page and its 
editorialist, William McGum . 

The al-Gheshayan girls are now in their early 20s. Alia was married off — "sold" is Roush's 
phrase — by her father to a favored family member, and has had a child. The day before she 
testified before a House panel this past June, Roush learned that Aisha had also been married. 
Their mother wants the U.S. to issue passports to Aisha, Alia, and their children, and the Saudi 


http ://www.nationalreview-com/scripf'printpage.asp?ref=/dreher/dreher07l602. asp 
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government to give them visas for America, so they can travel here to say, without Saudi 
pressure, what their true wishes are regarding residency. 

"This is a cult," Roush says, of Saudi society. "My daughters have been held by a cult for 16 
years, and they aren't able to speak the truth freely." 

In its public pronouncements, the State Department has consistently referred to this affair as a 
child-custody dispute (chief spokesman Richard Boucher did so as recently as Friday*s press 
briefing), as if it were a private matter between feuding family members. The truth is, it has 
always been a matter of two American citizens stolen from their mother and their native 
country, and held incommunicado in a foreign land. Now that the al-Gheshayan girls are 
adults, the old State Department line justifying its inaction is beyond farcical. Let Congress 
recognize this for what it is: a hostage situation, perpetu^ed by the Saudi rulers, and abetted 
for 16 years by appeasing American diplomats. 

Congress should order State to deny visas to any Saudi government official until and unless 
Aisha and Alia al-Gheshayan, and indeed all American citizens held illegally in Saudi Arabia, 
are allowed to return home. It is entirely possible that those kidnapped as children, but who are 
now adults, may choosej to live in Saudi Arabia. But that must be their choice, and it must be 
communicated in an atmosphere free of coercion. This absurd "tea party" in Riyadh does not 
qualify. 

Yet the fact that it is even being offered by a top representative of the Saudi government is a 
sign that public pressure may be working. Americans should realize, though, that their own 
government is a great oljstacle to a just resolution to these cases. As Ali al-Ahmed, the Saudi 
democracy activist who funs the Virginia-based Saudi Institute , tells NRO, "I'm amazed by the 
way the State Department has behaved in the Roush case, and several other cases. Is it the 
U.S. State Department, or the Saudi State Department?" 


http://www.nationalreview.coni/dreher/drehcr073602.asp 
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Review & Outlook 

Daughters of America 


R emember the fuss raised by Saudi ognized that when an American child is kid- 
Arabia’s Interior Minister back in happed, or when an American woman charged 
January about the U.S. detention of with no crime is held against her will, it’s not 


captured Saudi na- 

tionals in Guantan- The State Department winks at 
“We ll demand Saudi contempt for Americans. 
that the Saudi detain- 


just an affront to the in-- 
dividual. It's an af- 
front to America. 

. Sowhen theU.S. in- 
structs its amhassa- 


ees be handed over, because they are subject to 
the Kingdom’s rules," Prince Naif told the 
Arab News back in January. At least the Saudi 
government speaks up for its (male) citizens. 

. Chairman. Dan Burton says his House Gov- 
ernment Reform Committee has evidence of 
some 46 cases involving American citizens held 
against their will in Saudi Arabia. And his com- 
mittee has just drafted a bipartisan letter to 
President Bush, urging him to express the 
same interest on behalf Of these innocent Amer- 


dors to “mai ntain impartiality, " it sends a terri- 
ble signal to foreign nations. We also have to be- 
lieve that U.S. Marines don’t sign up tor duty 
believing they’ll be called upon to do the dirty 
work of removing d esperate American mothers 
and children from the premises. Gertaiiily the 
Saudis picked up on it. As a Saudi official 
sneered when Miss Stowers showed up on his 
doorstep, . “Why don’t you go to your govern- 
ment for help?" 

When asked about these cases during his 


icans that the Saudi minister showed for his briefing ’Tuesday, State Department spokes- 


cquntfy’s captured terrorists. (Even Mr. Bur- 
ton’s. arch-foe, Henry Waxman, signed it!) 

Mr. Burton’s letter, which he tells us he 
hopes, to deliver personally, grows out of emo- 
tiortal hearings yesterday ln which three Ameri- 
can women related tlieir horror stories about 
being, caught between a hostile Saudi law and 
an ineffective and too often indifferent State 
Department. As William McGurn reported 
Tuesday in an article oh this page, Pat Roush’s 
two daughters. Alia and Aisha, were kid- 
napped from America in 1986. Oh Monday she 
learned that her Saudi ex-husband has married 
off Aisha in what she believes is retributiph lor 
her Jpafticipationin these hearings. Drib Davis 
was luckier: At 19 she escaped from her abu- 
Sive.Saudi father, after getting no heip from the 
U.S. embassy, ' 

Butperhaps most searingwas Monica Stow- 
ers’s tearful accountof having two U.S. Marine 
guards escort her out of the Riyadh embassy 
where she’d sought refuge with her children. 
“One of them apologized to me saying, ‘Ma’am, 
I’m sorry but we’re oniy doing our job.’ ” Miss 
Stowers delivered her testimony yesterday via 


man Richard Boucher again referred to them 
as “civil matters” between individuals, not 
state-to-state. issues. In the specific case of Pat 
Roush’s daughters, he further argued that “at 
this point they’re adults and they need to' de- 
cide on their own.” 

Our friends the Saudis' must have had, a 
gOpd laugh at that one, Saudi , law forbids - 
women of any age from leaving thejr country 
without permission. Another way of statihg' 
those same facts would be to say that two adult 
U.S. citizens are trapped in a country where' 
women are treated as the property of men. With 
no way of knowing' what they really think.. The 
only way to let these and other women “decide 
on their own” is to insist; as Mrs, RoUsh re- 
quests, that they be permitted to come to Amer- 
ica and speak for theihseiyes-' 

For too long State has let the Saudis hide be- 
hind the pretense that they are handcuffed by a 
Saudi law that gives all rigljts to men, as if that 
feudal state were sorne kind of democracy. This 
tolerance for what amounts to kidnapping is 
one rnore example, like funding madrassa 
schools that teach the hatred of America, of the 


videotape, because she refuses to leave Saudi way the Saudis treat their supposed ally with 


Arabia so long as the Saudis won’t, let her contempt. 


daughter depart with her. The fact is that the Saudis could issue exit vi- 


Now, we sympathize with diplomats trying 
to uphold American law and interests in diffi- 
cult parts of the world. That’s their job; Unfor- 
tunately, the State Department has not yet rec- 


sas to these innocent Americans any time they 
wanted. With President Bush set to meet Saudi 
Foreign Minister Saud at Faisal today, we can’t 
think of a better tirne to ask. 
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REVIEW & Outlook 

Saudi Christmas 


■If you’re a politician or diplomat 
'.vlio has anything to do with Saudi Ara- 
bia, Pat Roush can be a pain in the keis- 
ter. But if your two daughters were 
stuck in Saudi Arabia-where you'd 
seen them only once in the past IG 
years— you might figure that the only 
chance they have is a mother’s love so 
strong that it refuses to take no for an 
answer. This Christmas Eve, as the 
rest of America goes to bed with 
dreams of sugar plums, the only vi- 
sions dancing in Patricia Roush’s head 
will be of her daughters Alia and Aisha 
claid from head to toe 
in the black aiiat/a. 

When Khalid al- 
GHeshayan kid- 
naljped his daughters 
frdm a Chicago sub- .i 
urb in 1986 in defi- 
ance of a U.S. court or- 
dep, the girls looked 
much like they do in 
this picture; Alia was 
seven years old and 
Aisha three. Today 
they are grown 
women. There is a 
frightful symmetry 
here, for at a time 
that we rightly cele- 
brate the liberation of 
Afghan women from the 
Taliban yoke, two adult U.S. citizens re- 
main tra.pped in a country where they 
could leave if they were men but as 
women require the written permission 
of a husband or father. 

Already Alia, now 23, has been mar- 
ried off to a man Ms. Roush says is a 
cousin of her ex-husband. Aisha, now 
19, may be next. Years back, in a circu- 
lar titled "Marriage to Saudis,” the 
u-S. Embassy in Riyadh spelled out the 
life for a girl raised in Saudi Arabia, 
where she is "a statutory second class 
citizen . . . whose word is worth only 
liaif of a man’s.” 


The State Department bristles at 
any suggestion that it does not care. 
But the parameters within which it 
works are defined by Saudi law. As one 
unclassified cable puts it, the embassy 
was directed to remain “impartial.” 
Ray Mabus, U.S. ambassador to Saudi 
Arabia from 1994 to 1996, says that he 
doesn’t want to criticize State but adds 
that diplomats have a tendency to feel 
they should be working on the "big 
stuff." "f just think that looking out for 
the freedom of U.S. citizens is big stuff 
too," says Mr. Mabiis, who got the Sau- 
dis’ attention when he 
put a freeze on U.S. vi- 
, sas for anyone with 
I the same surname as 
I Ms. Roush’s fugitive 
I ex, Mr. al-Gh- 
' eshayan. 

So what does Pat 
Roush want? She 
wants our embassy to 
issue passports for 
her. daughters; she 
wants the Saudis to is- 
sue exit visas; and 
she wants her daugh- 
ters to come to Amer- 
ica, where they can 
decide where they want to live 
without the proverbial gun to 
their heads. Now, there is an ar- 
gument that this is something that 
ought to be deferred until after the 
war. But given past Saudi actions and 
the preponderance of Saudis among 
the Sept. 11 hijackers, surely this 
Christmas, With these women, offers 
the perfect moment and occasion to 
demonstrate that things have changed. 

Among Islamic extremists, Saddam 
Hussein and Osama bin Laden have be- 
come folk heroes for their defiance of 
American ideals and might. In his own 
way, Khalid al-Gheshayan has done 
the same. Only it’s his daugli- 
ters— American citizens both -who 
are paying the price. 



retry Straffow 


Pat Roush and her 
daughters. Alia and 
Aisha, in 198k. 
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One Question for Abdullah 

An American-Saudi ordeal. 


P at Roush would be extremely grateful if President Bush would ask Crown Prince Abdullah 
how her kidnapped daughters are doing in Saudi Arabia when the two leaders meet in 
Crawford. In 1986, when Aisha was seven, and Alia was three, the American girls were 
abducted from their home in the Chicago suburbs by their Saudi father. Over the past 16 years, 
their mother has seen them once, in 1995, for two hours. "Don't leave me, Mama. Take me 
home," said her older daughter. Alia, who no longer spoke English, asked her mother, "How 
old am I?" Pat Roush has learned that Aisha, now 23, is married and expecting a baby, and last 
she heard their kidnapper was looking for "a rich husband" for 19-year-old Alia. Her mother 
doesn't know if her second daughter is yet married. 

Although Pat Roush’s relentless efforts over the years led to the creation of an office in the 
State Department intended to advocate on behalf of the littlest American citizens snatched to 
foreign countries, and to enactment of the International Parental Child Abduction Act in 1993, 
the years ticked by for her own daughters. "This is no longer a children’s issue," Roush now 
explains. "My daughters are now American women being denied their birthright as U.S. 
citizens." Aisha and Alia would need a male relative’s permission in order to be permitted to 
leave their Saudi prison. "[The Bush administration) is so concerned about Afghan women’s 
rights," Roush told WorldNetDailv. "What about American women's rights?" 

Since the girls were kidnapped, their father’s parents have both come to the U.S. for medical 
care. In 1988, the abductor himself traveled on a diplomatic passport to accompany his father, 
who worked for the royal family, for surgery at the Cleveland Clinic. Roush had warned the 
FBI to keep an eye on the clinic, where her former husband’s father had previously been 
treated, but father and son returned to Saudi Arabia with no questions asked. No federal 
agency has provided meaningful help to this heartbroken mother, who accuses the State 
Department of sympathizing with the Saudi government rather than her and her American 
daughters over the years. 

A single American diplomat, then U.S. ambassador to Saudi Arabia, Ray Mabus, was a "big 
hero" to Roush when he refused to grant visas to her husband’s relatives unless her daughters 
were returned. But he left his post in 1 996, before the girls were freed. His successor, former 
Senator Wyche Fowler, told Pat Roush he had no time to talk with her, and lifted a hold on the 
extended families' visas. 

On Wednesday morning, Pat Roush signed a book contract which will enable her "to tell the 
world about the sweet deals and special relationship between the U.S. and Saudi Arabia" that 
have made her a stranger to her daughters. We wouldn’t want to be undiplomatic, but maybe 
President Bush can gently ask the crown prince if 1 9-year-old Alia is married. Her mother 
would like to know. 


http ://www.nationalreview.coni/script/printpage.asp?ref=/kob/kob042502. asp 
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Held Hostage in Riyadh 

How the Saudis (with the help of the State Dept.) 
mistreat U.S. citizens. 

August 5, 2002 
Stephen Schwartz 

AS THE CRISIS of tJ.S.-Saudi relations grows, long-Wddeii American grievances have 
begun to emerge. For many Americans the problem of Saudi abuse of U.S. citizens on the 
kingdom’s soil is ahnost as disturbing as the issue of Saudi involvement in September 1 1 . 

The worst cases to come to light so far involve young women, bora American citizens 
with American mothers and Saudi fathers, who are now over 1 8, yet are not permitted to 
leave Saudi Arabia. In June congressman Dan Burton held a hearing into the case of the 
Roush sisters. Alia and Aisha, abducted in 1986, when Alia was 7 and Aisha 3, by their 
father, Khalid al-Gheshayan, who took them to Saadi Arabia. Al-Gheshayan has 
connections with the Saudi royal family that have enabled him to evade a U.S. criminal 
warrant while traveling in the United States. The Roush girls remain captives in the 
kingdom. An even more shocking story was reported earlier this month by William 
McGum of the Wall Street Journal. Amjad Radwan, bom in Houston in 1983, was taken 
to Saudi .Arabia by her American mother, Monica Stowers, and Saudi father, Nizar 
Radwan. Once the family was there, Stowers discovered that her husband was already 
married. 

In 1990, Stowers, with her then 7-year-old daughter, sought shelter in the American 
embassy in Riyadh. She was ordered out of the building, which, she was informed, is not 
a "hotel." When she reftrsed to leave, two Marine guards were summoned to expel her 
from the premises. A U.S. State Department representative called hfsr ex-husband to 
retrieve tlie child, and Stowers ended up serving a term in a Saudi prison. 

Amjad Radwan herself was then reportedly sodomized by her male relatives, before 
being married off by her father at 12. She fled and for a time lived out a nightmare with 
her mother and brother on the edge of Saudi society, inhabiting a derelict school building. 
Her mother is now in the United States, but Amjad still cannot leave. 

Thirty-nine members of Congress, from both sides of the aisle, have signed a letter to 
Saudi ambassador Prince Bandar bin Sultan demanding Miss Radwan's freedom. On the 
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morning of July 25 , congressional interns held a demonstr^tioi ; on the steps of the 
fortress-like Saudi Embassy across from the Watergate in War aington. It was a cool day, 
but muggy and cloudy, and if you gazed up at the Saudi fl4g, r 'ith its representation of 
King Ibn Saud's favorite sword, raqban or "the neck-cutter]" viu could almost imagine 
yourself on the kingdom's soil. ; 

The demonstration, supported by Rep. Frank Wolf, drew 2'5 interns, representing more 
than 350 who have signed a petition demanding that Miss Rad van be allowed to travel 
freely as an American citizen. The earnest protestors chanted, ' Ainjad, ,^unjad, we won’t 
fail, human rights are not for sale,” and, "Saudi detention-JJ.S oppression.” 

The latter slogan cuts pretty close. Saudi detention of U.S. ritiiens is made possible by 
U.S. protection of the Saudi, regime. Furthermore, official IIS. conduct in these cases has 
been appalling. Supporters of the Roushes and Radwan wei e o itraged by the State 
Deparhnent's dismissal of these as "custody" cases, a positi rn ; ffirmed by spokesman 
Richard Boucher on July 12. Boucher commented, "We've got jases that are very 
difficult for families involving Germany and Austria and Saudi Arabia, and there are 
many others." But Germany and Austria do not prevent groWn ivomen from leaving the 
country. 

The real scandal in these cases is the attitude of U.S. diploniatsljAmerican citizens expect 
their diplomats to protect them and their interests, and view U.! 1 . embassies as a safe 
haven. In Saudi Arabia, this turns out to be unrealistic. Thus, P; .t Roush initially received 
diplomatic and moral support for her daughters from Ray IViabi S, then U.S. ambassador 
in Riyadh, who secured a ban on the issuing of visas to her 5x-l hsband's family. But 
Mabus's successor, Clinton appointee Wyche Fowler Jr., revers ;d course. Before being 
posted to the kingdom, Fowler was a senator from Georgia. No v he is chairman of the 
board of the Middle East Institute, a Saudi lobbying front. Fowler has careened around 
Washington denouncing PatRoush's defenders as liars. 

It is appalling to consider how cordially the United States tipatsjSaudi citizens, while ffie 
Saudi authorities trample the rights of American citizens wljo h ippen to be young 
women. On the roster of unresolved Saudi issues-along with ft s promiscuous issuance 
of visas and Riyadh's failure to investigate thoroughly its oWn t worist entanglements- 
the release of American citizens held against their will should r main close to the top. 
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PRELIMINARY HEA.RIMG TRANSGKIF t 
IMOTRER awarded TEMPORARY 
CUSTODY) 11/19/97 


STATE OF INDIANA 
VIGO SUPERIOR COURT 
1999 TERM 


IN RE; THE MARRIAGE OF 

JOANNA FRANCES AL-ARIFl CAUSE NO. 84D01 9710 DR 1952 

AND ABDULLAH AL-ARIFl 

TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 

BEFORE THE HONORABLE 
MICHAEL H. ELDRED, JUDGE 
VIGO SUPERIOR COURT, DIVISION NO. I 
NOVEMBER 19, 1997 


APPEARANCES 

ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER; KALEEL MOSE ELLIS, HI 
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT: JAMES H. HOLDER, JR. 


1 JUDGE: 

2 

3 

4 MR. ELLIS: 


This 84D01 9710 DR 19S2, In re: Tlie Marriage 
of Joanna Frances AI-Arifi, is that the way you 
pronounce it? 

Yes, Judge. 

- 1 - 


i EXHIBIT 

I 

i 


J 
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4 /' 

'J<S>hN 

1 there that 1 want to kidnap the Wds, it is just unbelievable. Kidnaping 

2 kids is an uncivilized and brutal act and it is detrimental to the 

3 children and the loved ones involved. And, for her to say this about 

4 the loving father, that loved them and cared for her is just 

5 unbelievable and it is unfair. In the meantime these children need 

6 their father. They know me. I'm the loving one. I'm the one who 

7 loved them, she's at times is harsh on them. 

sQ Has anyone told you in this courtroom thus far today, that they 

9 wanted to deny you ail visitation with the children. Has anyone said 
10 that in this courtroom? 

13lA You said supervised visitation. 

12Q Supervised - temporarily until we can get things resolved. 

13A The way I look at it she can also run away with the kids, she's Saudi 

14 Arabian, she has friends there, there is a hundred thousand Americans 

15 there, you know, 1 have the same feeling. The way I see it I have only 

16 seen my kids only for one hour last Sunday. It is like 1 am treated like 

17 a - I'm treated unfairly 1 think, 1 feed, these kids, and I've told 

18 Joanna, she asked before for a divorce, I said no, I didn't do these 

19 things. In the meantime, she asks for divorce in Arabia. She said I 

2 0 don't love you, I don't want to be with you, 1 could have kept the 

21 kids there, they were out. I could have - last May she asked for a 
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iQ We are not saying - I mean as far as I am concerned, I'm not - 1 don't 

2 know whether you are a peaceful man or not, we are here to find that 

3 out. All I want to know if you will abide by this court's order? 

4A Of course, everything the court says, 1 will be happy to comply with 

5 to that extent. One thing 1 don't see why ! shouldn't after this crisis 

6 is over 1 don't see why I can't call and see how the kids or doing or 

7 she calls me how they are doing. You now, how about you take them 

8 to school, why not, she is the mother of the kids. 

9Q If you agree and the passports, I can't remember if we did that Mr. 
10 Holder, did you give them to the court? 

ilA They are here but they are not the current passports, she has them. 
12Q If the current passports are given to this court. 

13A Uh huh. 

14 Q Would you agree because you know the process well, that one can still 

15 remove those children from the United States, is that not a hard thing 

IG to do? 

17 A Let me explain this, uh. 

18Q Can It be done, just tell me that, yes or no. 

19A Ask the question again. 

2 0Q Even if you give all of the passports to the judge. 

2 iA Uh huh. 
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iQ You can still apply for a lost passport or some type of temporary 

2 passport to get you over and back to the Saudi Arabia? 

3A I do not know, it is something that I have not done and I didn't do 

4 things that the court docs not, you know. 

SQ Have you traveled on an expired passport before? 

sA We have had incident where we stayed here or for a couple of years I 

7 called the embassy of Saudi Arabia, I said our. passports have expired 

8 we need new ones they said just travel with the old ones and when you 

9 go to Arabia we will issue new ones. 

loQ Is it not true that you can make a call and get a passport? 
llA Call to who? 

12 Q To the Saudi Arabian government. 

13A I make a call. 

14 Q Make a call to your people, your family and... 

15A And get a passport for who? 

15 Q For yourself, your children, your wife? 

17A Yes. Not a call, I would have to apply and tell them... 

ISQ That they have been lost or whatever... 

19 A No, well yes, if they are lost. I'll tell them they are lost, if they are 

20 with the court, I tell them with the court. See 1 have told my embassy 

21 that 1 am having a divorce, and they said, well, you just go to the 


- 109 - 



594 




1 

2 
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4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 


there for good and then what happened is, she's 
changing her mind, she got Saudi Arabian 
citizenship, then she is changing her mind and she 
got the kids American citizenship, now she's 
wanting the kids to stay always in America. I wish 
that you know, I understand her motives, here I 
am open, I do not have nothing to hide. Judge. 
These kids are loved here as much as in Saudi 
Arabia. I loved them, I know she loves them. It 
doesn't have to be this cross back and forth pain, 
you know. 

MR. ELLIS; Judge, she would like to respond to that question 
if she could. 

COURT: Okay. 

MRS. AL-ARIFI: According to the Department of State, any child of 
an American citizen is an American citizen, whether 
that child was bom here or in ten buck two. 1 am 
American, I was born an American, I always been 
an America, I'm a registered voter. These children 
are Americans, they speak English, they go to 
American schools, they have American friends. The 
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1 


problems, judge. 

2 

COURT: 

My point is this, you arc not going to be In the 

3 


United States forever. 

4 

MR. AL-ARlFt: 

As 1 said, my country and the United States are 

5 


allied countries... 

6 

COURT: 

Are what? 

7 

MR. AL-ARIFI: 

Allied. 

8 

COURT: 

Aligned? 

9 

MR. AL-ARIFI: 

Allied. 

10 

COURT: 

Okay. 

11 

MR. AL-ARIFI: 

And, for us, we go to the United States and come 

12 


back we get visa very quickly and we are proud of 

13 


the relationship, so, we go back and forth like she 

14 


did, she had the freedom to go back and forth. 

15 

COURT: 

So, immigration law does apply to strictly to 

16 


Saudis? 

17 

MR. AL-ARIFI: 

1 would say that does not apply to everyone, but 

18 


they are more inclined to - they give us the... 

19 

MR. ELLIS: 

Freedom of movement? 

20 

MR. AL-ARIFI: 

Yes, they do not restrict us because we are not 

21 


here to use the system and do something and go 
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11 
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13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 


away, you see? 

COURT: Okay, I buy that, you've been here twelve years or 

fifteen, what ever. 

MR. ELLIS: Judge, she would like to respond to a couple of 

things. 

MRS. AL-ARIFI: He was saying that the United States and Saudi 
Arabia are allies. That might be political allies, but 
when it comes to children in child custody cases, 
there is just a case in Arkansas that happened a 
couple of weeks ago where a Saudi guy was given 
a liberal visitation took his child to Saudi Arabia. 
Nothing can be done, the Saudi government is 
extremely uncooperative. I have no rights there, 

I am just a woman there, and I am just an 
American woman. He can say I had Saudi 
citizenship, it doesn't do me squat. I can't get in 
the country without an escort and I can't get out 
without an escort. I have no escort. It is called 
Madharaum, I have nothing. I have no way of 
surviving there or getting my kids out once they go 
in. And, his family has said many times that they 
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2 

3 COURT: 

4 

5 MRS. AL-ARIFI: 

6 

7 MR. HOLDER: 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 , 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 


would love to have my kids. It is a very 
frightening thought. 

I'm aware of what you are saying, did you think 
about that when you married him? 

Yes, unfortunately I made one or two mistakes and 
this is the big one. 

Your Honor, I want to respond a little bit. I'm 
sitting here trying to be quiet, I didn't know that 
we were going to get in so much dictation by the 
petitioner. ]udge, scare tactics and fear are ail of 
those things are a part of life. She may be afraid 
or she may not be, I don't know, but there is 
nothing today to indicate that just because my 
client is in Saudi that he intends to take these 
children out of this country, in fact, everything is 
to the opposite. He's staying here to fight for his 
chiidren, and I just want to mention that the 
petitioner's concerns, although they may be real 
for some people, doesn't change the facts that my 
client is who he is here today, and the fact that 
there are some Arabs that steal their children. 
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1 

2 

3 MR.AL-ARIF1: 

4 COURT: 

5 . 

. 6 

' 7 

8 MR. HOLDER: 

9 ■ 

10 COURT: 

11 , 

12 ^ 

13 MR. ELLrS; 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 


should not have any affect on my client. It is just 
not fair. 

I can say. 

No, that's just the way it is. I cannot discriminate 
against him, just on - it can't be done, so, we arc 
going to break for lunch. I mean do you want to 
continue this? 

Well, I would like to continue, I don't know what 
this court's calendar is like. 

No, I mean - oh, well I think we can do it this 
afternoon some more if we can get it done. What 
more do you have? 

I will stipulate judge, if the other side will 
stipulate, that - I will call one more witness,> 
Doctor Howell whatever, but we've got fifteen 
people that will testify oiit there and suppoit 
everything she said in terms of all of these things, 
they. I'm sure have the same thing. Stop at that 
and I'll agree to stop it, we will not call any further 
witnesses today, if they agree not to call any, 
further witnesses. He has agreed - or he has agreed 
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2 

3 

4 

5 MR. HOLDER: 

6 
7 
S 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 
IS 

17 MR. ELLIS: 

18 

19 

20 
21 


to the court anyway that the whole story can be 
received by this court be it her testimony and his 
testimony. Why we can't stop at that, 1 don't 
know. 

That is not true, I have witnesses, very credible 
witnesses that will testify that the wife has 
indicated that my client is a very good parent, that 
he has primariiy responsible for those children, the 
counselor is going to come in and I'm sure dispute 
what she said that he said to her while she was in 
Saudi Arabia, that he intended to take the children. 
That is very important that I get that out. She has 
made an allegation that I can disprove and I think 
I need to do that. I don't mean to take up the 
time of the court, but if it was just repetitive 
testimony 1 would agree, but it is not. 

I mean I think his testimony is more important 
than anybody elses that is out there, and if he can't 
get the word across, and I haven't placed any 
restriction on him, he can say whatever he wants 
to. 
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1 COURT: 
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5 

6 

7 

8 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 


Well, let me say this and then we will break for 
lunch and you can do what you want to do. I've 
been through this a thousand times so I know what 
these witnesses are going to say, but maybe they 
will say something different. If I were to make the 
decision based on your two testimonies which is 
basically what it usually comes down to, I would do 
it this way, and, then I will tell you the way I am 
feeling and if either side thinks it is incorrect, then 
we can have more testimony. I think that she 
should have custody of the children, and I think 
that he should pay support in line with the 
guidelines. Now, unless there is some other 
testimony here revealing uh, other funds, it doesn't 
sound to me based on this income that you can 
afford all of this day care and private education and 
him pay regular support. So, I cannot see based on 
this, although I am cognizant of the possibility, and 
it concerns me too, I can see no - I can't see how 
I can cut off his rights just because of the 
possibility that he might be able to go to Saudi 
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Arabia. He has not indicated to me anything that 
would make me think that he would do that 
himself, it is just that the possibility of that does 
exist, but that is always going to exist. I'm 
assuming that when he tells me under oath, and 
this is an oath to his God as well as anybody else's 
that he would not do anything to harm these 
children that that is what he means because taking 
them from their mother would be extreme 
hardship. I feel sorry for these children. I'll tell 
you I feel very sorry for your children because they 
are caught in a cross cultural dilemma. They are 
not going to know what they are because both of 
you made a mistake. It is just unbelievable that 
people don't think about the long range 
consequences, but I see no reason why he should 
not have regular visitation and so, I would order 
that he have visitation in accordance with our 
court's guidelines which both of your attorneys can 
explain to you, they are about the same 
everywhere, every other weekend, all weekend 
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over night, major holidays, I would ailow him to 
take the children to this thing. I would order him 
not to leave to take the children outside of Vigo 
County and the State of Indiana, and that order 
would be sent registered mail to the Saudi Arabian 
Embassy, for what that is worth. Now, that's - if 
you do choose to do something contrary to that, I 
can only tell you that if I get my hands on you 
again, it will be very, very, severe. But most of 
ail, more than that, I would hope that you would 
not damage your children that way. But, this is 
what I feel constrained to do. But, if - like I said, 
this hearing is not over, if either of you think that 
there is something out there that can change my 
mind aiong those general - I'd take under 
advisement the attorney fees until the final hearing 
because I've got a feeling that there is a lot of debt 
out there that is going to have to be dealt with and 
probably not much property. I would let her use 
the Intrepid temporarily and him the Porsche. 
Now, if I had to call it now, that's what I feel 1 
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2 MR. ELLIS: 

3 JUDGE: 

4 MR. ELLIS: 

5 

6 COURT: 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 


would be constrained by law to do. 

Will you require him to leave an address? 

Pardon me? 

An address where he is going to live and where he 
is going to have the children and those things? 
Sure, absolutely, there would have to be a way that 
she could get a hold of them at any time during the 
visitation. Now, that would not mean - I wouldn't 
expect harassment, but I would expect that she 
would have some way of getting a hold of these 
children. Now, I'll be back about 1:30 and you 
can tell me whether we need to go ahead or not. 
(AND THAT IS ALL OF THE EVIDENCE 
PRESENTED IN THIS MATTER ON THE ABOVE 
DATE) 
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Thu Aug 17 7000 09:17:31 Page 12, 

CHROOLCGICAL CASE 

DCflESTIC REI^-TIONS, VIGO SUPERIOR COURT, DIV. 1 

FOR CAUSE NO: 84D01-9710-DR-01952 
AL-ARIFI V AL-ARIFI 
HONORABLE BRUCS V STQJGEL 

ACnOt'l: DIShOLUTION OF f'lARRIAGE DATE FILFJ3: 10/31/1997 

ORIG FILE DT: 

Marriage dissolved. Counsel co prepare the parties' written Property, 

Custody, and Support Agreen^Mit and sufcstdt same to the Court tor its 
approval and incorpora I ion with Decree. 

ORDERED, SIGNED BY JUDGE, AND RKIIEVSD BY CLERK 5/13/99. fw 

07/16/1999 Notice: A DISPOSED; BT RJC; Y 

Final Decree sutvni t ted and APPROVED, ^ferriage dissolved. ORDERED: 
wife shall have custody of minor children; husband to pay the sum of 
$171.00 per week child support to the Office of -the Clerk commencing ■ 
first Friday after entry of this Order. . Wife's maiden name of 
"Stephenson'' is restored. Court enters Protective Order against respondent 
for 1 year. Parties to surrender all passports for miner children. 

ORDERED, SIGNED BY .TUDGE AND RECEIVED BY CLERK 7/16/99. EP 

07/26/L999 Notice;- N RJC: N 

Saudi Arabia Consulate General JjA. Ch served by certified mail, on 7/21/99. 
Saudi Arabian Brassy, Immigration Natera'legateon Service, Saudi Arabia 
Consulate General New York. NY and Saudi Arabian Mission To U.N. served 
by cerCi.fied mail on. 7/2.2/99. ds 

07/29/1999 Notice: N RJO: • N 

Clerk files .return indicating Saudi Arabia Consulate General served 
with by certified inail on 7/21/99. ds 

11/04/1999 Notice: N RED RaJO: N 

PetiCioner/Mother's .Petition To Modify As To Visitation Exchange 
Location and Motion For Change Of Venue From Judge filed, dl 

11/16/1999 Notice: A R-TO: Y 

Cause certified to District 7 Presiding Judge for appointment of special 
j udge . 

ORDERED, SIGNED BY JUDGE IN CHAMBERS, AND RECEIVED BY CLERK il/lS/S9.fw 

11/17/1999 Notice: A SI RJO: Y 

Ho,n. BxTice V. Stengel appointed special judge herein. 

ORDERED, SIGNED BY~DISTRICT 7 PRESIDING JUDGE THOMAS E. JOHNSON AND 
RECEIVED BY CLERK 11/17/99. fw 

11/29/1999 Notice: N RvTO: N 

Respondent, by counsel files Praecipe For Transcript : final hearing 
on 5/13/99 only. dJ 
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wife shall have custody of minor children.; husband to pay the sum of 
$171.00 per week child support to the Office of the Clerk commencing 
first Friday after entrj.^ of this Order. Wife's maiden name of 
"Stephenson" is restored. Couart enters Protective Order against respondent 
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DIVORCE DECREE 7/16/99 
(MOTHER AWARDED LEGAL CUSTODY) 

TE OF INDIANA 

VIGO SUPERIOR COURT 
1999 TERM 


In re: THE MARIUAGE OF: 


JOANNA FRANCES AL-ARIFl and 
ABDULLAH ABDUL-AZIZ AL-ARJFI 


WBiism L. Mansart! 




... Clerk of the 
Vtgo Circufj Oheft 


CAUSE NO. 

DIV. 


84D0i 9710 
DR 1952 

1 


FINAL DECREE 


Comes now Petitioner/Wife, JOANNA FRANCES AL-ARIFI (hereinafter referred to as 
“Petitioner/Mother”): by and through her Attorney of Record, ELLIS LAW OFFICES by Kaieel M. 
Ellis in. Attorney at Law, and Respondent/Husband, ABDULLAH ABDUL-AZIZ AL-ARIFJ 
(hereinafter refenred to as Respondent/Fathef), by and through his .Attorney of Record, James H, 
Holder, Jr., Attorney at Law', witnesses sworn and evidence heard, and the parties having recited in 
open court their settlement agreement and the Court having heard same, does now APPROVE same. 


IT IS THEREFOItE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED as follows: 


1. That the parties agree that Petitioner/Mother shall have Sole Legal Custody of the 
parties’ minor children, to wnt: 


NAME: 

ROSEMARY HELEN AL-ARIFI 

DATE OF BIRTH: 

April 11, 1990 

AGE: 

9 years 

SOCIAL SECURITY NO.: 


SCHOOL: 

DeVaney Elementary School 

GRADE: 

3rd 

NAME: 

SARAH FRANCES AL-ARJFI 

DATE OF BIRTH: 

August 04, 1991 

AGE: 

7 years 

SOCIAL SECURITY NO.: 


SCHOOL: 

DeVaney Elementary School 

GRADE; 

2ftd 

NAME: 

ABDUL--AZI2 ABDULLAH AL- 
ARIFI 

DATE OF BIRTH: 

June 02, 1995 

AGE; 

4 years 

SOCIAL SECURITY NO.: 


SCHOOL: 

Midw'est Institute 
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2. Tba! Sole Legal Custody is defined by I.C. 31-9-2-67, which means ihai 
PelitionciTtviothei shall have sole authoriiy andre^'iisibilily fur die major decisions 
concerning Uicchildien’s upbringii^, including thediildren's education, haalil’. care, 
tuid religious training; 

3 . Thai the parties agree that Petitioner/Modier shall have Sole Physical C3ustody of said 
minor children; 

4- That the parties agree that ResponderitTather shall have unsupervised visitation with 
said minor children, pursuant to tte Vigo Superior Court Visitation Guidelines, a 
copy of which is artached hereto and incorporated herein fay reference as Exhibit “A’’; 

5. Tltat at Respondent/Father shall not r^ovs the minor children from the state of 
Indiana including anywhere in the continental United Stares, unless 
RespondentTather provides Petitioner/Mother with wriltesi notice, three (3) weeks 
in advance, providing the exact date of the ora of state trip, exact location and contact 
number of minor children, ifavailable at which time, Petitionsr/Motlier may file any 
objections with the Court; 

6. That the parties agree that PctitionCT/Mothcr shall have visitation with said minor 
children on every Mother’s Birthday, to wit, on May 30* of each 5 'ear, from after 
school uiitil 8:00 P Jvl,, and in the event the children are not altciidiag school, tiien 
from 8:00 A.M.; 

7. That the parties ^ee that Petitioner/Molhsr shall have visitation with said minor 
children on ever/ MoUicr’s Day Weekend from Friday at 6:00 F.M imh! Sunday at 
7:00 P.M.; 

8. That the {:}ailie.s agree that RespondentTather shall have visitation witli said miner 
children on Father’s Birthday, to wit, on December 12* of each year, from after 
school until 8:00 P.M., and in the event the children are not attending school, then 
from ,8:00 A-M.; 

9. That the parties agree that RespondentT.iiher shall have visitation with said minor 
children on every Father’s Day Weekend from Friday at 6:00 P.M. until Sunday at 
7:00 P.M.; 

10. Tliat the parties agree that transportation for visitation purposes stated herein shall 
be shared faetvwen tlie parties and as sucit, each party shall meet at tire times 
specified herein at Thornton Oil Corporation - Store No. 80, located at 2330 South 
U.S. Highway 41 (3“^ Street and Voorhees Street), Terre Haute, Indiana 47802, (8 12) 
234-3102; 
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1 i . Thai the parties agree that Res|X)ndent/Father shall pay diild support on behalf of 
said minor cfaiidren, in the sum of Oik Hundred Sevens One Dollars (S 1 7 1 .00) per 
week through tiie Vigo County C^k^s Office, commencing the first Friday after 
entn’ of this Decree aixi every week th^eafter; 

12 Tnai the parties agree tiiai Re^ndent/Father shall make regular child support 
pa3Tnents, either in adv^<^ or ev^ w«ek but not in lump sum, on behalf of said 
minor children through the Vigo County Clerk’s Office; 

1 3 . That the parties agree that R^pondent/Husband shall pay child support anearage on 
behalf of said minor diildren computed as of May ! 3, { 999, in the sum of Five 
Hundred Ninety Eiglil Doliitrs and Fifty Cents (S598.50), and Petitioner/Mother 
hereby acknowledges tiiat same has been paid in foil, of the date of entry of this Final 
Decree; 

14. That the parties agree that Respoirf«it/Father shall pay for the following martial 
debts; 

(a) Midwest Institute S 3,730.00 

(b) Wai'saw Family Medicine S 315.00 

15. That the parties agree thatPetitioncr/Mothershali pay forthe folio wing martial debts: 


(a) 

Midwest Institute 

$ 3.730.00 

(b) 

Ruth Cain 

$ 138.00 

(0 

Indiana State University 

$ 1,638.00 


1 6. That the parties agree tlie Pctiiioner/Motlier is entitled in claiming the three (3) minor 
cfaiidren on her Federal and State Tax returns each year; 

1 7. That the parties agree to share all uninsured health care expenses, including but not 
limited to hospital, medical, hospital, dental, optical, prescription, orthodontia and 
all other related health care expenses on the basis that Petitioner/Mother shall pay 
for Fifty Percent (50%) and Respondent/Father shall pay Fifty Percent (50%) witiun 
thirty (30) days of receipt of said bills; 

1 8. That Petitiona-ZMotlier’s maiden name of “STEPITENSON” shall be restored to her 
and therefore Peiitioner/Mother shall be legally known as “JOANNA FRANCES,' 
STEPHENSON” hereinafter; 

19. Thai Respondent/Fatiier agrees and hereby consents to the release of all letters, 
correspondence, pleadings, evidence and all ufoer information pertaining to a 
deponalion proceeding which is currenlly penchng against him and agrees to keep 
Pelitioner/Motlier informed of all proceedings; 
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20. That the parlies agree that Petitioner/Mother shall maintain medical insurance on 
behalf of said minor children; 

21 . That the Court hereby enters a Protective Order against Respondent/Father pursuant 
to l-C- 31-15-5-9. et al, and as such, Respondent/Father is hereby enjoined from 
abusing, harassing, disturbing the peace by either direct or indirect contact with 
Petitioner/Mothcr, and same shall remain, in full force and effect for a period of one 
(l)year from thedaleofthis Decree and shall be renewable for an additional period 
of one (1) year upon application by either party; 

22. That the Court hereby enters a Protective Ord^" agmnst Petitioner/Mother pursuant 
to I.C. 31-15-5-9, et al, and as such, Respondent/Father is hereby enjoined from 
abusing, harassing, disturbing the peace by either direct or indirect contact with 
Respondent/Father, and same shall remain in full force and effect for a period of one 
(I ) year from the date of this Decree and shall be renewable for an additional period 
of one ( 1 ) year upon application by either party; 

23. That the parties agree to suirerMder all passports for the minor children from any 
government, including but not limited to the United States and Saudi Arabia, and the 
parties are expressly prohibited from removing the children from the continental 
United States, and/or the juri.sdiction of this Court; 

24. That the Clerk of this Court is hereby ordered to send this Final Decree to the United 
Stales and Saudi Arabian Embassies as follows: 

(a) Saudi Arabian Embassy 

601 Hew Hampshire A'v^nuc NW 
Washington, D.C. 2003? 

(b) Saudi Arabian Mission to the United Nations 
405 Lexington Avenue 

56th Floor 

New York City, NY 10017 

(c) Saudi Arabia Consulate General 
855 U.N. Plaza 

Suite 480 

New York City, NY 10017 

(d) Saudi Arabia Consulate General 
5718 Westheimer Street 

Suite 1500 
Houston, TX 77057 
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(e) Saudi Arabia Consulate General 
2045 Sawtelle Blvd. 

Los Angeles, CA 90025 

(f) Immigration and Naturalization Service 
Washington, D.C. 20536 

25. That the parties agree that the issues of division of marital assets have been amicably 

divided; 

26- That the parties agree that Respondent/Father shall pay the following debt of 
uninsured medical expenses in the amount of Four-Hundred Thirteen dollars and 
ninety-three cents ($413.93) directly to Petitioner/Mother within Sixty (60) days of 
the date of this order; 

27. That the parties agree that Respondent/Father shall be entitled to all personal 
property currently within his respective possession; 

28. That the parties agree that Petitioner/Mother shall be entitled to all personal property 
currently within her respective possession; 

29. That both parties shall be enjoined and prohibited form applying for any replacement, 
lost, stolen, or other type of passport, visa, permit, or other type of document for the 
purpose of removing or attempting to remove the children from Vigo County, Indiana 
and the jurisdiction of this Court; 

30. That each party shall provide the other party, the other party’s counsel if applicable, 
and this Court of any change of address or telephone number at least twenty four (24) 
hours prior to the change of same; 

31. That Petitioner/Mother shall be awarded permanent possession of the 1995 Dodge 
Intrepid Automobile subject to any debt therein; 

32. That Respondent/Father shall be awarded permanent possession of the 19 84 Porsche 
944 Automobile subject to any debt therein; 

33. That Respondent/Father shall be awarded the parties utility trailer; 

34. That each parry shall be entitled to liberal private telephone privileges with said 
minor children while said children arc within the other party’s possession; 

35. Thai the parties agree that all petitions, motions, counter petitions and counter 
motions pending before this Court are hereby dismissed with prejudice; 
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36. ihal the pailies a^ec that all ptasonal proixirty of said aiinor children tiiai are 
exchanged during visi^ion be returned including ciothii^; 

37. That the parties agree that Respoodent/Father diall be avarded all right, titles, and 
interest in a cenain Islamic Ait Business including but not limited to account 
receivables and shall hold Petition^^^oUter hannless therefrom; 


38. Tliat Respondcni/Pather agrees to aUow the minor children to attend all scliooi 
ftmetions during' his visitation periods except ftis prcvhiiofi shall not interfere with 
Respondcnt/Fathcr’s extea<toi visitadon during the summer; 

39. That the parties agree thatP^tioner/Mo&eragreestoconsentto dismissal! pending 
criminal charges in Vigo County, Indtaim regarding stalking and harassment; 

40. That tire parties agice that Respondent^ather shall be awarded all right, titles, and 
interest in a Uselman’spackaging business but not limited to account receivables and 
shall hold Petitioner.^otha: harmless therefrom; 


4 { . That the parties agree to the following summer visitation scheduled as follows: 


a) Peritioner/Molher 

b) Respondent/Father 

c) Respondent/Fatber 

d) PeiiitioneiyMother 

c) Respondent/Pather 


June 04, 1999 @ 6:00 P.M. through -Tune 18, 
1999 @ 6:00 P.M. 

June 18, 1999 @ 6:00 P.M. through June 20, 
1999 @6:00 P.M. 

July 04. 1999 @ 6:00 P.M. through July 18, 
1999 @6:00 P.M. 

July 25, 1999 @ 6:00 P.M. (lirough August 
OS, 1999 @6:00 P.M, 

August 08, 1999@6:00 P.M. through August 
22, 1999 @6:00 P.M. 


42. That ths parties agree that no weeknigh: or weekend visit^ion shall occur during the 
summer visitation period; 

43 . That the parties agree that each partj' .shall have the right to tnaintain their mdividual 
passport; 

44. That the parties agree that this mairiage should be dissolved because of an 
irretrievable breakdown in the marriage. 
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so OIU)ERED this 


CO PIES TO : 


( ic> day of JhIv . 1999. 

VIGO SUPERIOR COURT 

DIVISION 1 


BY: 

HON. MICHAEL H. ELDRED, 

Judge 

(1) ATTORNEY OF RECORD FOR PETITIONEjRAVIFE; 

Kaleel M. EIUs IH 
c/o ELLIS LAY/ OFFICES 
5 1 8 Wabash Avenue 
Terre Haute, IN 47807 

(2) ATTORNEY OF RECORD FOR RESPONDENI'/IIUSBAND: 

James H. Holder 
Attorney at Law 
Rl LBox 189 
Bainbridge, IN 461 05 

(3) CHILD SUPPORT DESK 
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DEATH THREATo MADE BY AOCUL 


STATE OF rtaniAHA 
VIGO SUPERIOR COURT 
2000 TEEM 


In re: TEE MARRIAGE. OF-; CAUSE NO.:84D01 S710 

DR 1952 

JOAMIA FKAMCSS (AXi-ARIFI) STEPHENSON and DIV. : 1 

ABDULLAH ABDUL-AZI2 AL-ARIFI 

SPECIAL JUDGE; 

HON. BRUCE V. STENGEL 

AFFIDAVIT OF ATTORNEYS AS TO DEATH THREATS 
MADE BY RESPONDENT 

We, 1CALEEL M. STilS Hi and RAE ELAINE MARTIN, Attorneys rcr 
Petitioner, having first been duly sworn upon ity oath, depose and 
say as follows: 

1. That we are both employed with ELLIS LAW OFFICES, - 

2. That on or about August 17, 2000, an individual 
telephoned ELI-IS TAW OFFICES and identified himself as 
ABDULLAH AL-AJRIFI to the receptionist at ELLIS LAW 
OFFICES; 

3. That we picked up separate telephone lines at ELLIS LAW 
OFFICES and heard the voice of a nan that we knew tc be 
ABDULLAH AL-ARIFI, as we had heard Mr. Al-Arifi speak 
on many occasions in Court; 

4. That ABDULLAH AL-ARIFI Stated that he was having the 
government of Saudi Arabia issue death warrants for 
"Mi. Ellis and everyone working with his group"; 

5. That .ABDULLAH AL-ARIFI also stated that he was having 
his government issue warrants for Petitioner and "her 
boyfriend" for sex crimes and crimes against the 
parties' minor children; 

6. That further affiants' sayeth not. 
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vie. declare under penalties of perjury that the foregoing is 
true and correct as to the best of my knowledge - 


cuted this 21st day of Noveniber . 2000, at 


Indiana . 




KAIiEEh M- ELhIS ZT'F', 
^.-i:)eclaraiifc k f 

f 

BY : V\G-c C , \ 


RAE ELAINE MARTIN, 
Declaxant 


STATS of INDIANA } 

) SS i 

COUNTY OF VIGO > 


I, the undersigned, being a notary public of and for said 
State and County do hereby state upon my oath and 
affirmation that KALEEL M. ELLIS III and RAE ELAINE MARTIN 
appeared personally before me and signed the above entitled 
Affidavit this 21st day of November . '2000. 


EXPIRES: 

S. V ■ '04 / 01 
' ‘ .• .-C" KES : VIGO Co . , IN 



BY: 


PATEL 

Notary Pxiblic 


RANJHA PATEL 
TYPED 
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tMtKCitNCY IbLtFHONiC HEARING 
a/15/00 

(ABDUL ABDUCTED THE CHILDREN) 


T-A 


V5B0 cl:*-,?;. 

m 1 7 7uy 
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STATE OF INDIANA 
V'iGG SlirERiOR COURT 
2000 TERM 

IN RE: THE MARRIAGE OF CAUSE NO. 84D01 9710 DR 1952 
JOANNA FRANCES AL-ARIFI AND 
ABDULLAH ABDUL-AZIZ AL-ARIFI 

TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 
BEFORE THE HONORABLE 
BRUCE STENGEL, SPECIAL JUDGE 
VIGO SUPERIOR COURT, DIVISION NO. 1 
AUGUST 15, 2000 

APPEARANCES 

ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER: KALEEL MOSE ELLIS III, AND 

RAE MARTIN. 

ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT: JAMES H. HOLDER. 


MR. ELLIS: ITI recite the caption of the ca.cs, and Jim, you 

will have to speak up a little bit. 

COURT: Yeah, let's not start it just yet. 

MR. ELLIS: I'm going to put it on pause for a minute. 

COURT: Okay. 
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MR. HOLDER; 
COURT: 

MR. ELLIS; 
COURT: 


MR. HOLDER: 
COURT: 


i am, sir. 

And, Mr. Eliis, you have your office in Vigo 
Counry, and are you currently in Vigo County? 
That's correct. Judge. 

So, we are all three in different counties trying 
to do this by a stipulation agreement over the 
phone, and it is further my understanding that 
Mr. Holder advises that due to his crowded trial 
calendar, it would probably be some time 
before he could make an actual appearance in 
the Vigo Superior Court for an actual hearing in 
the court, is that correct, Mr. Holder? 

Yes, Your Honor, it is. 

And, the court has advised, or judge Stengel 
has advised the parties that he starts a criminal 
trial in the Vermillion Circuit Court tomorrow 
morning entitled State of Indiana versus 
Christopher Grant, which is further reason for 
holding this cinei^ency outside a pliysical 
courtroom. We are here on the request by the 
mother's attorney, Kal Ellis, for eniergenq: 
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MR. HOLDER: 
COURT: 

MR. ELLIS: 


hearing and a contempt hearing. Mr. Ellis has 
informed the court that he has reasonable belief 
and cause to believe that the father is 
attempting to or has removed the children of 
tl)e parties, the children who are subject a 
custody order, has removed them in violation 
from the United States or is attempting to 
remove them from United States and take them 
to the father’s home country of Saudi Arabia. 
The court was notified about this by an oral 
phone call from Mr. Ellis, in which Mr. Holder 
was present this afternoon. The court stated 
that it would set this lor emergency hearing this 
evening at 6:00 p.m., via phone, and ordered 
Mr. Holder to contact his client and to have his 
client present for this oral hearing via 
telephone. Mr. Holder, is that an accurate 
quick summation of what has occurred? 

Yes, Your Honor, it is. 

Mr. Ellis, would you agree, is that an accurate? 
That is correct, judge, the only thing I would 
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COURT: 


MR. HOLDER: 
COURT: 


MR. HOLDER: 


add is that the father is currently exercising his 
summer visitation with the chiidren of the 
marriage, and those chiidren of the marriage 
include three, Rosemary, age f 0; Sarah, age 9; 
and Abdullah, age 5. He currently has 
visitation - summer visitation with those 
children. 

Thank you. Now, Mr. Holder, pursuant to this 
court's order to contact your client and have 
him present for this hearing, is your client 
present? 

No, Your Honor, he is not. 

All rieht. Mr. Holder can you tell us - can you 
explain why your client is not present for this 
hearing? 

No, Your Honor, I cannot. But, I can testify to 
the court as an officer of the court and the 
current attorney for Abdullah AI-Arifi, that my 
staff, with me on the phone, with my ceil 
phone, attempted to call him at his two 
numbers tliat he has left with us, uh, the first 
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COURT: 


MR. HOLDER: 


number being his home number and the second 
number being an incorrect number from what 
we could tell, uh, we got no answer, the 
numbers were still in service, were not 
disconnected. At this time I do not know why 
he did not answer bis - strike that - at this point 
- at this point he did not answer his phone, I do 
know why he did not answer his phone. 

You indicate that you do know why he did not 
answer his phone, can you further elaborate on 
that? 

Your Honor, I have - just one second, this is 1 6 
“ ! would julTomi tho court, ruy 5scrst?ry just 
brought It to my attention that the last 
communication at least through this office 
we've had with Abdullah - 1 have a message 
here, I didn't speak to him on this date, I have 
spoken to him on other dates, but Abdullah Al- 
Arifi called today and wants to know if I could 
speak to him, that was - he left a phone number 
of (812) 240-0047, Uh, I would express to 
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the court that based on confidential basis, the 
rules of ethics that the attorney-client privilege, 

I believe duty, imposed upon me by those to 
protect my client from revelation of confidential 
information imposes upon me a duty to say only 
as much as my client would allow me to reveal. 
Uh, I will say that I have never counseled my 
client in regards to committing any acts, nor 
have I been requested by Mr. Al-Arifi to be 
given counsel in regards to any criminal action 
whatsoever, uh, 1 can say to this court I have 
advised Abdullah Al-Arifi against - I have 
advised him snecifically against committing an 
act which has been alleged here for this 
meeting, and that has been done on more than 
one occasion and has been done recently within 
the last week and one-half. Uh, I will inform 
the court further that in all likelihood, all of the 
information that 1 know, that he will iiot be 
present at this hearing that is set coming up in 
approximately ten days or any other hearing on 
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COURT: 


MR. HOLDER; 


his own volition, in the United States. 

All right, Mr. Holder, and again, this is Judge 
Stengel speaking, I respect what you have 
indicated. I’m trying to determine and I'll ask 
you another question, if you don't fee! that you 
can answer that. I'll respect that, but with 
respect for attending today's hearing and your 
attempts to locate him, you have the belief that 
your client has left the State of Indiana and the 
United States of America? 

I have to answer to the court honestly that I do 
know the answer to the question. Uh, I don't 
know that I am permitted to answer the 
question because I don't know that I have been 
given permission from my client to do so, but I 
would state again, as I have earlier, that the 
possibility - it is my belief that Abdullah Al- 
Arifi will never attend the hearing in this state 
or any other state in the Continental United 
States or otherwise, in his lifetime, unless 
compelled to do so by force. 
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United States District Court 


SOUTBDERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

V. 

ABDULLAH ABDUL-A2IZ AL-ARIFI 

To; The United States Marshal 

and any Authorized United States Officer 


WARRANT FOR ARREST 

CASE NUMBER: TH 00-0015M-01 


YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to arrest ABDULLAH ABDUL-AZIZ AL-ARIH and bring him or 
her forthwith to the nearest magistrate to answer a{n) 


Indictment _ Information X Complaint _ Order of Coiin __ Violation Notice _ Probation Violation Petition 


charging him or her with iwicr docnpiioo of 

International Parental Kidnapping, specifically with removing three children who had been in the United States to 
a place outside the United States, with the intent to obstruct the lawful exercise of parental rights in violation of Title 
18, Umted States Code, Section 1204. 


John Paul Godich 



U.S. Magistrate Judge, U.S. District Court 

Southern District of Indiana 

Title of Issuing Officer 

August 16, 2000 at Indianapolis, ladJana 
Date and Location 


by 

(By) Deputy Clerk Name of Judicial Officer 


Bail fixed at $ 


RETURN 

This warranl was received and executed with the arrest of the above-named defendant at 





DATE RECEIVED 

NAME AND TITLE OF ARRESTING OFRCER 


^ EXHIBIT 

DATE OF AJtREST 


J 

i n. 


A. 11/ 

1 
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International Crime Alert 



Wanted by the Terre Haute, 
Indiana Police 


ABDULLAH ABDUL AZIZ 
AL-ARIFI 

Description: Abdultali Abdul Aziz Al-Arid is an Arab male 
born in Mecca, Saudi Arabia, on December 12th, 1961. He is 
meter seventy-two centimeters tall and weighs about nincty-f 
kilograms. Slightly balding, he has graying black hair, which 
may be dyed black. He has a mustache and may be wearing a 
chin beard. His eyes are brown, Al-Arifi is a Saudi citizen an 
believed to be living with relatives in Jeddah. He has used thf 
aliases ”AI-Walid,” "Al-Khaldi," and "Al-Sagr." He speaks 
Arabic and English. He suflers from depression and has a 
violent temper. 

The eldest abducted child, Rosemary Helen Al- Arifi, was boi 
the U.S. on April 10th, 1990. She is about one-meter tall and 
weighs about twenty-two kilograms. She has black hair and 
brown eyes. She has a small scar on her chin and suffers fron 
psoriasis on her ears and legs. Her sister, Sarah Frances Al-Arifi, was born in the U.S. on 
August 4th, 1991. She is about one-meter tall and weighs about twenty kilograms. She has 
black hair and brown eyes. She wears eye-glasses and has a large pockmark on 
back, I 


herjijijiy^r 


EXHIBIT 
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He has a chipped front tooth. The abducted children speak English only. 



Rosemary, Sarah and Ahdul-AzizAl-Anfi 


Case DeUiJs: tn July 1989, Joanna Frances Stephenson, a U.S. citizen, married AbduUah Abdu! Aziz Al-Arifi, a 
citizen of Saudi Arabia. They had three children — two girls, Rosemary Helen Al Arifi and Sarah Frances Al- 
Artfi, and a boy, Abdui Aziz Abdullah Ai-Arifj- In October 1997, Mrs- Al-Arifi filed for divorce in an Indiana 
court. In July 1999, she was awarded legal custody of the children. The father was gis'en visitation rights within 
the continental U.S. On August IStb, 2000, he abducted the children to Saudi Arabia. Indiana authorities issued a 
warrant for his arrest for custodial interference. A federal warrant charges him with international parental 
kidnapping. 

If you have any information concerning Abdullah Abdul Aziz AI-Arifi, or the 
abducted children, Helen, Sarah, and Abdul, please contact the National Center for 
Missing and Exploited Children at 01 1-703-522-9320. All reports will be investigated 
and the identities of the informants will be kept confidential. 
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AMERICAN KIDS KIDNAPPED 
TO SAUDI ARABIA 



Rosemary Helen Al-Arifi 

DOB: Aprii 10, 1990 
AGE: 10 Years 



( 2 ) 

NAME: 

Sarah Frances Al-Arifi 

DOB: August 04, 1991 
AGE: 9 Years 



NAME: 

Abdul-Aziz Abdullah 
Al-Arifi 

DOB: June 02, 1995 
AGE: 5 Years 


Send letters requesting the kids return home to: 
Saudi Arabia Embassy 
601 New Hampshire Ave. 

Washington, DC 20037 


For Information, Cards or Letters. Send to 
Bring Back our Children 
RO. Box 187 
Seelyville, IN 47878 


For Donations: 

Joanna Stephenson 

C/0 Bring Back our Children 

Terre Haute First National Bank 

RO. 00x2122 

Terre Haute, IN 47802 


Please Help Bring These 
Children Home! 


If you have any information, please contact the 

Terre Haute Police Department 
/812t 288-1 fifi1 
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COMMUNICATION 


Case Name: AL-ARIFI, A80UL-AZIZ ABDULLAH: ROSEMARY HELEN; SARAH FRANCES {OCS2Q00333177e 
Communication Type: Email 

Direction: incoming 
Date: 29-Oct-2001 
Country: 

Subject 

Entered By User: Payne, Beth A. - Consular Affairs/ Office Of Citizen Services 
Abstract: Update From Congen Jeddah 

Remarks: This is unfortunately the response I eoqjected. 1 agree with you that we shpuld let things cool off 
for a little bit. Then, maybe in a few months, l‘fl send another w/w cable requesting we attempt 
another visit If Saudis are like KiAwaitis, Uie more you push, the more they dig in their heels, ('ll 
let the mother know that you've done your best (and beyond) and that the best tactic at the 
moment is to back off for a little while. Beth 

Original Message 

From;aMealey, Loren G 
SenLDMonday, October 29, 2001 8;15/VM 
To;aPayne, Beth A(C/VOCS/CI) 

Subject:ORE; Al Arifi Case 

We were pressuring the SAG for a response to the dipnote, and my follow up dipnote, to the point 
where we almost got ourselves in trouble. They would say they never received it, they'd lost it. 
and we would follow up every single time. We were tenacious, ni admit. We even handed our 
MFA contact another copy of the dipnote v.rt>en we were there on another case. They just would 
not respond. Finally, our contact at the MFA threw his hands in the air and said he couldn't get a 
response out of Riyadh, If 1 want a response I should go directly to the MFA in Riyadh myself and 
stop pressuring him. This happened in early August Since September 11, 1 dont feel anyone will 
want to take it up with the MFA in Riyadh. It's just bad timing. The bottom line is, the MFA is 
required to respond to the dipnotes. but Mr. Al-Arifi is not required to accommodate us. Nine 
•months ago and pre-9/1 1. we had a relationship with the grandfather and there was hope on a 
distant horizon. Given the current state of world affairs. Mr. Al-Arifi, a professed bedouin 
tribesman, is probably as far away from accommodating us as he’ll ever be. 1 am not opposed to 
sending another dipnote by any means. I’m just a bit concerned that, at the moment, I will be 
working against the mother's best interest in pushing this case. 

Til wait on sending a cable to you until I do another dipnote sometime in the near future. 

Basically, what I wanted to say in a front channel message, and in so many words, is that I 
cannot get the SAG to respond to dipnotes on the Al-Arifi case, no matter what. Now that you 
know that, I think this paragraph probably answers your questions. 




Printed on 9/16/02 


Page 1 of 1 




636 


IN THE CHANCESy COURT OF CHAIGBEAD gOWTY/ ARKSMSAS 
WESTERN DISTHidi- U 


MARGARET KESHAWARZ 


ABDULBASET AL-OMARY 


CT SEP 2b P PLAINTIFF 


NO. E-93-66[7AT FLEETY/OOD 

CIRCUIT AHp chancery 
COURT CLERK 


DEFENDANT 


DECRZE or DIVORCE 


On this date# this cause comes on to be heard on the verified 
Complaint of Plaintiff Margaret Keshawarz which has been filed for 
more than 30 days last past. Plaintiff Margaret Keshawarz appears 
in person and by her attorney, James McCauley. Defendant appears 
in person and by his attorney, George R. Wadley. From the 
pleadings and the sworn testimony of Plaintiff and one 
corroborating witness, the court finds as follows: 

1. Plaintiff Margaret Keshawarz, Social Security No. 

currently resides at Jonesboro, Arkansas, 

and is employed by Arkansas State University. Defendant Abdulbaset 
Al-Omary, Social Security No. resides 

.Oonesboro, AR 72401 and is employed at ■ Arkansas State 

University. 

2. The parties were married on or about December 14, 1989, in 
Paragould, Arkansas. They were last separated on or about July 12, 
1993. Plaintiff is entitled to a divorce on the grounds of general 
indignities . 

3. The parties are the parents of one minor children, Machael 
Heidi Al-Omary, a girl, bom July 11, 1992. Plaintiff is entitled 
to be granted custody of the minor children subject to Defendant's 
right of reasonable visitation. 
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4. Defendant, Abdulhasefc Al-Cmary, Social SecufilTy No. 430-6 3- 
4 346 . is hereby ordered to contribute the sum of $250.00 per 

month, to the Plaintiff for support- of the min or- child with the 
first payment being due on September 1, 1994. These payments 
shall be made through the Clerk of the Chancery Court of Craighead 
County, Arkansas along with a $24.00 per year administrative fee to 
be paid to the Clerk. Such sum is ordered withheld from the money, 
income, or periodic earnings due Defendant in the event he becomes 
gainfully employed, .and shall be remitted by the employer to the 
Clerk of this Court at P. 0. Box 120, Jonesboro, Arkansas 72401. 
The Plaintiff shall, at the time of entry of this decree, complete 
and cause to be filed herein any and all forms necessary to notify 
any employer of the Defendant or any subsequent employer, of the 
income withholding provisions of this decree. The cost incurred in 
providing the notice to the employer shall be paid by the Defendant 
at the time such Decree is filed with the court clerk. 

5. Plaintiff has been a resident of Jonesboro, Craighead . 
County, Arkansas, for more than five years last past. Her cause of 
action occurred or existed in the State of Arkansas within five 
years next before the commencement of this action. 

6. The parties have entered into a written Child Custody, 
Support, and Property Settlement Agreement covering all of the 
rights of their marriage. The court approves this agreement, 
adopts same, makes it a part of this decree; however, in doing so 
this does not alter the contractual nature thereof. The parties 
are ordered to carry out the terms of same. It is as follows: 
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PROPERTY SETTLEMEHT AGREEMENT 

Margaret Keshawarz, hereinafter referred to as •’Wife," and 
Ahdulbaeet Ai-Otoary, hereinafter referred to as '’Husband," have 
separated. Wife filed suit for divorce in the Chancery Court of 
Craighead County, Western District, Arkansas, on July 13, 1993. 
Subject to the approval of this court, this agreement is entered 
into to settle all rights between the parties. 

1 . CHILD CUSTODY ; The parties are the parents of one minor 
children, Machael Heidi Al-Omary, a. girl, born July 11, 1992. 
Plaintiff is entitled to be granted custody of >the minor children 
subject to Defendant's right of reasonable visitation. Each pcirty 
shall be entitled to visitation as set forth in the revised 
visitation schedule which is incorporated here by reference as if 
it is set out in its entirety. Each party shall be responsible for 
leaving the child with a responsible babysitter and will provide 
this information to the other party if requested. Neither party 
shall be .allowed to have an overnight guest of the opposite sex at 
any time while the child is in there care or in the exercise of 
visitation. Neither party shall be allowed to move the minor child 
from the jurisdiction of this court without written consent or 
court approval. The husband shall provide a copy of his current 
passport and will notify the wife of any changes in his passport 
concerning the minor child. Wife agrees to do the same if 
requested. 

2. CHILD SUPPORT ; Husband shall pay to Wife the sum of 
$250.00 per month as child support with the first payment being due 
on September 1, 1994. 
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3. HEALTH INSURANCE ; Wife is presently insuring the minor 
child through a group policy available through her employer 
Arkansas State University. The annual cost for this family 
coverage regardless of the number of dependents is $780.72 per 
year. The parties agree to equally divide the cost of this 
premium. In the event the husband becomes gainfully employed and 
health insurance coverage is available to him at a reasonable cost, 
then husband shall be respons^le for providing health insurance 
coverage for the minor child and will pay all premiums associated 
with the coverage. The parties agree to equally divide any 
medical, dental, orthodontic or optometric expenses not covered by 
insurance . 

4. PERSONAL PROPERTY AND HOUSEHOLD BELONGINGS ; Each party 
shall be awarded that property now in his or her possession. Wife 
agrees to deliver to husband such additional items of personal 
property which were left at the parties residence at the time of 
separation . 

5. MONETARY COMPENSATION : Husband agrees to pay Wife the 
total sum of $2,250.00 in full and complete settlement of all 
claims Wife may have against Husband for any sums of money that 
Wife claims she is owed by Husband. Husband will be allowed to pay 
this in monthly payments of $75.00 until the sum is paid in full. 

6- ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS : Each party shall be 
responsible for their attorneys' fees and costs. 

7. GENERAL : Each party hereby waives and relinquishes any 
claims that he or she may have to alimony, dower or curtesy in the 
property of the other or to be acquired by the other in the future 
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except aa set forth herein. Neither party asserts and both parties 
waive all rights they might have to alimony, support or maintenance 
except as set forth herein. 

8. The parties agree to execute any and ail papers, documents 
or other items necessairy to effectuate the terms of this agreement. 

9. This contract will be incorporated with the Decree of 
Divorce; however said incorporation will not alter the contractual 
nature of this instrument, concerning modification save and except 
issues concerning child custody, child visitation, and child 
support. 


IN WTTNESS WHEREOF, the parties have hereunto set their hands 
and seals this September ^ ! , 1994. 
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ACKHOWLEDOCENT 


STATH OF ARKANSAS 
COUNTY OF CRAIGHEAD 

On this day personally appeared before me, a notary public 
within and for the county and state aforesaid, the within named 
Margaret Xeshawarz, who stated to me that she had executed the 
foregoing Property Settlement Agreement for the consideration and 
purposes therein mentioned and set forth. 

WITNESS my hand and seal this September / 1994 . 


My Commission Expires: 


STATE OF ARKANSAS 
COUNTY OF CRAIGHEAD 



On this day personally appeared before me, a notary public 
within and for the county and state aforesaid, the within named 
Abdulbaset Al-Omary, who stated ' to me that he had executed the 
foregoing Property Settlement Agreement for the consideration and 
purposes therein mentioned and set forth. 


WITNESS my hand and seal this September 




1994. 



My Commission Expires: 
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IT IS THERCTORE CONSIDERED, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that 
the bonds of matri_mony heretofore existing between Plaintiff 
Miirgaret Keshawarz and Abdulbaset Al-Omary are dissolved, set aside 
and held for naught; that Plaintiff is granted a divorce; that 
Plaintiff is awarded custody of the parties' niinor child, subject 
to Defendant's right of reasonable visitation; that Defendant is 
ordered to pay to Plaintiff the sum of $250.00 per month as child 
support for the minor child; that Defendant is ordered to mctke his 
child support payments through the Chancery Clerk of Craighead 
County, Western District, Arkansas, and further. Defendant shall 
pay to the Clerk any fee charged by the Clerk for receiving child 
suppoxi: payments; that, if ordered by the court, and upon proper 
notice, the employer of Defendant shall deduct from money income or 
periodic earnings due Defendant, an amount which is sufficient to 
meet the periodic child support payments imposed by the court plus 
an additional amount equal to 10 percent of the periodic child 
support payment to be applied toward liquidation of any accrued 
arrearage due under this order; and that the court adopts and makes 
a part of this decree the foregoing written agreement of the 
parties and orders the parties to carry out the terms of same and 
to execute any instruments necessary to do so. 


Dated ; 
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August 14, 1997 

August 18, 1997 
August 20, 1997 

March 2, 1998 

March 19, 1998 

March 23, 1998 

March 30, 1998 

August 25, 1998 
January 31, 1999 

March 15, 1999 

March 31,1999 


Aprils, 1999 


History of Al-Omary Case 
Updated on December 19, 2001 

Heidi Al-Omary was abducted from the US to Saudi Arabia by her 
Saudi father, Mr. Abdulbaset Al-Omary, who had court-ordered 
visitation and failed to return Heidi after the visitation. The mother 
is Margaret McClain. 

State of Arkansas issues a fetony warrant charging Mr. Al-Omary 
with interference with a custody decree. 

A federal warrant is issued against Mr. Al-Omary for unlawful 
flight to avoid pros^ution and for international kidnapping. 

Ms. McClain files a Hague Application with Cl for the return of 
Heidi from Sweden, This appears from the file to her first contact 
with Cl. Copy of the application is not in the file. 

Cl ^es the Hague Application to the Danish and German Central 
Authorities. 

The Swedish Central Authority confirms that no visa has been 
issued to Mr. Ai-Omary. 

The Danish Central Authority confirms that Mr. Al-Omary and 
Heidi have been entered into lookout system. 

The German Central Authority closes then Hague case. 

The U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia, Wyche Fowler, writes to 
Ms. McClain reporting that the father and child have not yet been 
located. Ms. McClain's letter to Amb. Fowler is not in the Cl file. 

Mary Ryan writes a letter to Insight magazine responding to an 
article on mtemational child abduction - a copy of the article is not 
in the file, but it appears to have discussed the Al-Omary case 

Ms. McClain writes letter to the editor of Insight Magazine 
complaining that the State Department has done nothing and even 
endangered her attempts to have her child relumed. She said she 
located the father using directory assistance and complained that a 
welfare and whereabouts visit has never taken place. 

Ms. McClain writes a letter to Mary Ryan that is posted on the 
Internet claiming that the State Department "purposely sabotages 
any attempts of American parents to locate their children ... the 


exhibit 
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May 7, 1999 

Mays, 1999 

May 8, 1999 
May 15, 1999 

June 1999 

August 3, 1999 

August 4, 1999 
August 10, 1999 

August 23, 1999 

September 15, 1999 
September 17, 1999 
September 20, 1999 


U.S. Embassy in Riyadh turns away mothers and children who 
need assistance..." She called for the dismantling of the Office of 
Children’s Issues. She claims to have located the father through 
private means. 

Ambassador Fowler writes Senator Tim Hutchinson in response to 
an inquiry from him, stating that the embassy had not located the 
Mr. Al-Omary or Heidi and therefore not been able to conduct a 
welfare and whereabouts visit. 

Cl sends a cable to Manama (per a phone call from Ms. McClain 
stating that Mr. Al-Omary was living in Bahrain) asking Post to 
verily whether Heidi is in Bahrain. 

Manama replies stating that Mr. Al-Omary may have transited 
Bahrain, but there is no record of him living in Bahrain. 

Embassy Riyadh sends an SAO cable requesting that Mr. Al- 
Omary be entered into CLASS as 212(a)(10)(C)(i). 

Ms. McClain circulates a paper string that Saudi Arabia is not 
complying with the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child. 

An American who read about Heidi’s abduction on the Internet 
contacts ConGen Dhahran to report that Mr. AJ-Omary works for 
Saudi Aramco. 

Dhahran ConFSN calls Mr. Al-Omary, who agreed to allow a 
welfare and whereabouts visit. 

Action request sent by Dhahran to Cl to request whether Ms. 
McClain would like to have them conduct a welfare and 
whereabouts visit. 

E-mail sent from Dhahran to Ci requesting following on action 
request. Cl replies that spoke with Ms. McClain and she was 
"thrilled" to have a welfare and whereabouts visit conducted. 

Dhahran confirms that Mr. Al-Omary is willing to have the visit 
and will permit photos. 

CI passes this information to Ms. McClain. Ms. McClain asks 
about visiting Saudi Arabia to see HeidL 

CI faxes Dhahran confirming that Ms. McClain would like a 
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September 23, 1999 


October 13, 1999 
October 26, 1999 

February 7, 2000 

May IS, 2000 


September 24, 2000 

October 13, 2000 

October 31, 2000 


SBU - For fotemal Use Only 


welfare and whereabouts visit and requests that Post discuss the 
possibility of a visit by Ms. McClain to Saudi Arabia. 

Dhahran ConOff and ConFSN met with Heidi and Mr. Al-Omary, 
her uncle, and a friend. Photos were forwarded through Cl to Ms. 
McClain. Mr. AJ-Omary agreed to assist Ms. McClain in visiting 
Heidi but insisted on assurances that Ms. McClain would not cause 
problems publicly or with Heidi. Cable sent by Dhahran to Cl on 
September 28. 

Cl mails the cable from Dhahran to Ms. McClain. 

Cl talks with Ms. McClain about a visit to Saudi. Cl explains that 
Dhahran is gathering information about the process of obtaining a 
visa, since the process changed in recent years. Cl mentions doing 
another visit in March. Cl mails photos from Visit to Ms. McClain. 

Senator Hanford’s office calls Cl. 

Nothing in the file indicates any communication between Cl and 
Ms. McClain between October 26, 1999 and February 7, 2000. 

Cl sends a "six month letter" to Ms. McClain. In the letter Cl 
specifically notes that "it has been more than sbc months since the 
last welfare visit with Heidi. If you wish, I can request that the 
Consulate contact your ex-husband to schedule another welfare 
visit. Please let me know if you would like a visit at this time, and, 
if so, what special questions (if any) you would like the Consul to 
ask during this visit." The letter also explains that Ms. McClain 
would need a "do objection" letter from Mr. Al-Omary in order to 
obtain a visa to Saudi Arabia. 

Nothing in the file indicates any communication between Cl and 
Ms. McClain between October 26, 2000 and October 5, 2000. 

Ms. McClain writes Di Andruch complaining that a welfere and 
whereabouts visit was not conducted in March as promised- She 
complains that the Consulate never obtained a visa for her to visit 
Saudi Arabia as promised. 

Di Andruch sends a letter to Ms. McClain explaining that a welfere 
visit was not conducted because Cl had not received a response 
from Ms. McClain to t&e May 1 5 letter. Visits cannot be 
conducted without a request from a parent. 

Cl sends a “six month letter" to Ms. McClain asking if she would 
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November 16, 2000 
January 25, 2001 


February 20, 2001 

February 21, 2001 
February 26, 2001 

May 14, 2001 
June 8, 2001 


SBO - For Intonal Use Only 


Like the Consulate to ask any specific questions during their visit 
with Heidi and stating that the Consulate will inquire about Mr. Al- 
Omary's willingness to prepare a "no objection letter" to permit her 
visit to Saudi Arabia, 

Cl sends a cable to Dhahran requesting a welfare and whereabouts 
visit 

Dhahran ConOff and ConFSN visit Mr. Al-Omary. 

He does not iM’ing Heidi as promised. 

Dhahran made numerous attempts to locate Mr. Al-Omary 
immediately following the cabled request for a visit. At one point 
they were informed that Mr. Al-Omary was on a six-week 
vacation. This information was passed to Ms. McClain who 
wanted to know where he went for vacation, Mr. Al-Omary's 
supervisor told Dhahran he did not know Mr. Al-Omary^s location. 
Finally, the ConFSN went physically to Aramco in an attempt to 
find Mr. Al-Omary. Dhahran reached Mr. Al-Omary on January 
17, 2001. 

Dhahran ConOflf and ConFSN visit with Heidi, her father, two 
Uncles and two friends. Father would not permit photos at this 
visit. 

This visit was conducted after numerous attempts to reach Mr. AI- 
Omary. 

Dhahran cables results of visit to Cl. 

Cl sends results of visit to Ms. McClain. Cl explains that they may 
Request a visit in sbc months and for Ms. McClain to call Cl to 
confirm that she would like to request such a visit. 

Nothing in the file indicates any communication between Cl and 
Ms. McClain between February 21, 2001 and June 8, 2001. 

Ms. McClain tells Cl that Congressman Marion Berry is working 
with her to get a Saudi visa. 

Cl emails Dhahran regarding Ms. McClain's wish to visit Saudi. 

Ms. McClain was in DC for a conference and hoped to pick up her 
visa to Saudi Arabia wliile here. Dhahran reports that they are 
trying to get Mr. Al-Omary to agree to a visit. Again, Mr. Al- 
Omary is very difficult to reach — Dhahran notes that "too many 
calls to Mr. Al-Omary result in his not being available to us, i.e. he 
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June 13, 2001 


July 4, 2001 


July 9, 2001 


July 17, 2001 


August 1, 2001 


August 6, 2001 


August 21, 2001 


September 6, 2001 
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gives his phone to his brother or doesn't answer for long periods. 
Dhahran provides Mr. Al-Omary's email address to Cl 
Cl provides the A!-Oniary file to PRI in response to a FOIA 
request by Insight N^ga 2 :ine. The magazine's letter of request was 
dated August 25, 1999 and marked received by the ofBce of IRM 
Program and Services on September 1 5, 1 999. The request was 
forwarded to Cl by PRI on June 15, 2000. There is no explanation 
in the file for the time delays between each action. 

Ms. McClain writes the President and CEO of Aramco, Sec. 
Powell, and Deputy Sec. Armitage requesting assistance in visiting 
Heidi. 

Cl sends a "six month letter" to Ms. McClain giving her Mr. Al- 
Omary's email address and suggesting that she attempt to contact 
Mr. Al-Omary directly. 

Sen. Hutchinson writes Dep. Sec. Armitage requesting assistance 
in obtaining a non-objection letter for Ms. McClain to visit Saudi 

Cl requests Dhahran attempt to arrange a suitable meeting place 
for Ms. McClain to visit her daughter 

Dhahran confirms that Mr. Al-Omary is "adamantly opposed" to a 
Visit from Ms. McClain. Dhahran will discuss with the Emirate to 
see whether the Saudi government will allow a visit over the 
father's objections. 

Dhahran meets with Chief of Staff for Prince Saud Bin Naif 
requesting assistance for the visit. Naif ask them to send a 
diplomatic note, which was sent. 

Dhahran reports that after being spoken to by a senior Emirate 
official, Mr. Al-Omary no longer totally excludes a visit by Ms. 
McClain, but is placing conditions. Dhahran recommends the Mr. 
Al-Omary and Ms. McClain discuss these conditions. Mr. Al- 
Omary demanded that Heidi must not be physically or emotionally 
harmed by the visit; all criminal charges against him be dropped; 
and to remove his name from the Internet. Cl gave Mr. Al- 
Omary's number to Ms. McClain. 

Cl speaks with Ms. McClain and tells her that the Saudi Embassy 
will not issue a visa without evidence that she and Mr. Al-Omary 
have reached an agreement on the visit. Ms. McClain refuses to 
speak with Mr. Al-Omary. Cl suggests that her adult son serve as 
a mediator. 
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September 6, 2001 Ms. McClain writes Sec. Powell requesting assistance. 

October 26, 200 1 Per Ms. McClain's request. Cl sends cable to Dhahran requestii^ 
they conduct a welfere and whereabouts visit. 

November 4, 2001 Dhahran meets with Mr. Al-Omary, but he doesn't bring Heidi He 
agrees to a visit with Heidi on December 30. Ms. McClain has not 
yet contacted Mr. Al-Omary reg^ding her visit to Saudi Arabia. 
Dhahran will seek an appointment with Muhammad AI-Mutlaq, 
Chief of Staff for the Vice-Governor of the Eastern Province 
regarding his help to arrange a visit. 

November 7, 2001 Cl sends a "six month letter" to Ms. McClain and encourages her 
To have her son call Mr. Aj-Omary to discuss her visit to Saudi 
Arabia. 


H:Ocsdocs/Saudi Arabia/Child Abductioo/History of A! Omary Case 
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504 West Cherry 
Jonesboro AR 72401 
lG-13-94 


Embassy of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
601 New Hampshire Ave. NW 
Washington D.C. 20037 


To Whom It May Concern! 

Enclosed is an official certified copy of the divorce decree 
between myself and one Saudi Arabian citizen, Mr. Abdulbaset 
Ahmed Mohammed Al-Omary. I am writing to request that no 
Saudi Arabian passport be issued in the name of my minor child, 
Machael Heidi Al-Omary, nor is her name to be included in the 
Saudi Arabian passport of any ocher Saudi Arabian national, as 
a dependent or otherwise, including in the current and any 
future passports of her father, Abdulbaset A.M. Al-Omary or the 
Saudi female, Wafa Al-Dugail. 

Furthermore, I request that no Saudi passport be issued to my 
child in any other name, suc^' as Machael Al-Omary or any ocher 
alias, nor is she to be included under any one of these aliases 
on any passport page of any Saudi national, including in the cur- 
rent and any future passports of her father, Abdulbaset A.M. 
Al-Omary, or of the Saudi female Wafa Al-Dugail. 

In addition, I request that my daughter shall not be issued a 
laissez passer or ocher travel document to the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia or any ocher foreign country in her true legal 
name, in any alias, or under the sponsorship of any Saudi 
Arabian national, including her father Abdulbaset Al-Omary 
or Che Saudi female, Wafa Al-Dugail. Nor is my daughter's name 
to appear in its full legal form or in any alias in the laissez 

w* ..iiiiy k^auicn-i.., 

icluding those of her father, Abdulbaset A.M. Al-Omary or the 
Saudi female, Wafa Al-Dugail. 

Furthermore, I request that any attempt to secure a Saudi Arabian 
passport, laissez passer, or any other travel document for outside 
Che United States or any attempt to have my daughter*s real 
name or any alias included on any Saudi Arabian passport page 
or any travel document held in the name of any Saudi citizen, 
including the current and any future passports or other travel 
documents of Mr. Abdulbaset A.M. Al-Omary and/or Wafa Al-Dugail, 
be reported to me immediately. 

I request that any actempc(s) by my ex-husband or his agents 
to secure payment or reimbursement for travel costs to Saudi 
Arabia for my minor child, Machael Heidi Al-Omary, in her own 
legal name or any alias, be denied by the Saudi Embassy and/or 
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Consulate (s) , including the Saudi Jlission in Houston, and chat 
such an atcetapc to procure payment for my daughter's travel 
outside Che United States be reported to me immediately. Since 
any attempc(s) by my ex-husband or his agents to remove my 
child outside the state of Arkansas would constitute the crime 
of kidnapping, I request that you report any such attempts to 
the U.S. authorities. My ex-husband has sworn to and signed 
Che documents included with this letter, and he understands Che 
penalties for not abiding by our divorce and child custody 
agreements . 

As the custodial parent of Machael Heidi Al-Omary, I desire that 
my minor child reside and remain in the United States in the 
State of Arkansas under my legal custody. 

Copies of this letter are being forwarded to Che Saudi Desk at 
the United StatesDepartment of State, the United States Passport 
Office, the FBI, my legal representative, my Congresswoman 
Blanche Lambert, Che offices of ACRMM, One World: For Children, 
the Saudi Consulates in New York and Houston, Interpol, and various 
other authorities. 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 
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MACHAEL HEIDI AL-OMARY 

Family Abductian ^ 


Abducted by 

ABDULBASET AL-OMARY 



MACHAEL HEIDI AL-OMARY 


Missing: 08/14/97' 

Missing From: Jonesboro, AR 
Birth: 07/11/92 . Age Disap,: 5 yrs. 

Sex: Female Race:, White 

Height: 3’0” Weight: 38 lbs. 

Hair: Dark Brown Eyes: Brown 

Id Info: Child speaks English and goes by her 
middle name, Heidi. 

Circum.: Child was taken by non-custodial parent, 
AbdulBasel Ai-Ornary. Child and father may be in 
Saudi Arabia, Felony warrant for Interference with 
Custody issued 08/18/97. Federal Unlawful Flight 
to Avoid Prosecuiion-and [nternational Kidnapping 
warrants have also been issued. 


DOB: 04/06/68 

Sex: Male Race: White 

Height: 6’2” Weight: 240 lbs. 

Hair: Black Eyes: Brown 

Id Info: Abductor has full beard and a 
I mustache. 


Circum.: Child was taken by non-custodial 
parent, Abdulbaset Al-Omary. May have 
taken child to Saudi Arabia, Felony 
Interference with Custody Warrant issued 
08/18/97. Federal International Kidnapping 
and UFAP warrants have also been issued. 


ANYONE HAVING INFOimATION 
SHOULD CONTACT 

Jonesboro Police Department 
(870) 935-5553 





^ Office of Attorney General 
2 WINSTON BRYANT 

323 Center Street. Suite 200 
Little Rock, AR 72201 
^ (501) 682-1323 or 1-800-448-3014 


pro^ 


Arkansas Missing Children 
Services Program 
1-800-448-3014 (Arkansas only) 


National Center for Missing 
and Exploited Childj^;^" 
1-800-843 5678 I i ^ 


EXHIBIT 


Your local FBI officd 
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,tC 91 i»»v. >/85) Crtmfr.»l Co-r^iUirf 

COJITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTE RN DISTRICT OP ~ ftRKANSAS" 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
V. 

•ASDULBASIT A- AL-OMARY 
(Last known addreea) 

1217 w. ch«rry at. 

Jon«eboro, Ar. 72401 

»r4 Addr»ii of 0*'*f£i*nr> 

I, the unOcrjigDcd csmplainari b«in{ duly jworn st»te the following is tnie iuid correct ’.o the bes: of my knowledge 

and betief^ On or about 8/14/97 ta Cralyhead co uafv. in liic Eastern 

District cf Arkansas isf«r.dani(s) did, <Tr*clt statutory LirsuijB of offmi*; 

UnlawEully flee the State of Arkaneas to avoid prosecution for the crime of 
Interference with Child Custody, a claaa D felony under the laws of the 
State of Arkansas, 

h ■yjolaiion of Title _I5 United Sute* Cod#.'Se«kin(») 1073 and 1204. |_fexther st*ie 

that 1 im a(n) Soecinl and that this complaint b based on the following faetj; 

On 3/15/97, Atidulbaalt A. Al-Otnary was charged in Craighead County Circuit 
Court, Jonesboro, Ar., with one count of Interference' with Child custody, a 
class D felony under Arkansas Code Annotated Statute 5-'26-502. Per decree 
of Divorce dated 9/21/94, Machal Eeidi Al-Omary, a girl born 7/11/92, is 
the daughter of Abduibaait A. Al-Omary and Margaret Keehawarz, now McClain. 
Ic was agreed in this divorce decree chat Margaret, the mother, was granted 
custody over the daughter subject to the father's right of reasonable 
visitation. On 8/10/37, Abduibaait A. Al-Omary picked up the daughter for 
visitation. On 8/14/37, Margaret Keshawarz McClain received a telephone 
'all from Al-Omary, in which he told her he was in Saudi Arabia with their 
daughter and was not going to return to the United States with her as Long 
as Margaret McClain was hassling him over child support and visitation. On 
8/19/37, Jayne Marie Brussel Al-Omary, present wife of Abdulbasit, advised 
me that she had received telephone calls from him on 8/14 & 18/97, when he 
Cold her he was in Saudi Arabia with his daughter and would not return her 
to the United States. Attempts to locate Al-Omary at his home and at other 
logical place* in the area by law enforcement agencies have beer, 
unsuccessful. Based on this, there Is probable cause 
Abdulbasic A. Al-Omary removed and is retaining a child outside of the 
United States with the intent to obstruct the lawful exercise cf parental 
rights by Margaret McClain, the mother, in violation of Title 18, use, 
Sections 1073 and 1204 . 

Contioutd on (h« utached and made a part hereof; 


Roy D. Christopher 
Special Agent, ?3I 

Sworn lo t»/ore me and jubjcribed in my prewnce. 



CRiMimi, CCMPIAIST 
CASE NUMBER: ^ ^ S 6 O ^ 


Date 


3rC, /f ?7 


City and Su« 
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*0 i42 li;'3S3 UJrrso: fsr s'-rcsi 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKA>?SAS 


UNITED STATES OP AMERICA 
V. 

ABCULBASIT A. Ar..-OMARY 


To: Thif United Sutu MjfshsI 

and any Aothorlred United States Officer 


YOU ARS HSKSBY COMMANDSD to ifwt ABPULBAS’.T A. AL^MaRY 

and bring him or ha forthwith to the ncarcai magistrate to answer »£n) 

ijKilctinent Information X CompIaJai. Order of ajurt VioUtlon Nptice Pjobatjon Vsoiation Petition 

charging hlnj or ter with tsnaf oiacrspricn of 

Unlawful Flight to Avoid Prosecution for the crime of Interference with 
Child Custody, a Class D felony under the laws of the State of Arkansas, 
AxJcansao Code Annotated 5-26-502. 

Unlawfully removed and is retaining a child fwho has been in the United 
'tates) outside the United States with intent to obstruct the lawful 
xerciae of parental rights. 


in violation of Titlr ynited Suiej Code, Sectiorrfsl £073 1204 


BILL PFNIX 

Name CiTivv. 

Stgnamrt of haoing Officer 


Bail fixed a: $ <^<3 0, OP'D 


T!* 

ioaaixire. ar. 

Date and Location 



Name of Judicial Ofiite: 


KA&RAKT FOR ARREST 
CASE KUM3EE : ^ -■ ~SW^ 
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IVbyoanlm 


To: Margaret Scobey, Charge d’ Affaires 

From: Marc L. Desjardins, Consul General, Dhahran 

Info: Kenneth F- Sackett, Counselor for Consular Affairs 

Richard L. Baltimore III, Consul General, Jeddah 
Date: 02/12/02 

Re: Sponsorship in Custody Visitation Cases 


We recently have received feelers from the Eastern Province Emirate 
concerning Consulate sponsorship of a parent to visit her child in a child- 
taking case. Machael Heidi Al-Omary was taken by her father, Abdulbaset 
Al-Omary, a Saudi national, from her American mother in the United States 
when she was five years old. The mother, Margaret McClain, has not seen 
Heidi in over four years and wishes to visit. 

Al-Omary has allowed us to visit Machael but adamantly refuses to allow the 
mother to visit. We have gone to the Vice-Emir’s office and requested their 
assistance in arranging a visit for Ms. McClain. The Emirate is sympathetic, 
and they have attempted to persuade Al-Omary to allow the visit. So far 
they have been unsuccessful. 

They now have asked us if the Consulate would be willing to sponsor Ms. 
McClain. In the past, our stock answer to such questions has been that we 
do not sponsor Americans for non-USG related visits. If, however, the 
Emirate makes our sponsorship a condition to arrange a visit, then we 
believe that the Mission should review the pros and cons of what has been a 
long-stated mission policy. 

Possible Negative Outcomes of Sponsorship: 

1 ) Sponsorship carries responsibility for the person sponsored: i.e., debts, 
hospitalization, non-observance of Saudi law, etc. Should the sponsored 
individual have problems in these areas, the USG would have to assume 
responsibility. What if the person refuses to leave after one visit to the child? 
What if he/she refuses to pay a hotel bill, does not have a return ticket home, 


•: EXHIBIT 

I 17 




February 12, 2002 


or is seriously injured in an automobile accident? What if the person is 
arrested for violations of the law? Our responsibility would go beyond 
normal consular ones to those assumed by employers. 

2) Modifying our non-sponsorship rule would inevitably open the door for 
increasing numbers of left-behind parents to ask for sponsorship. We would 
have to create defensible criteria on howto handle such requests. We have 
generally taken the view that visits were part of a civil situation that was the 
responsibility of parents to work out, not the USG. We might find that we 
would be called upon to become much more involved than we should be in 
many cases, asking favors from the SAG when parents themselves were 
perfectly capable of resolving differences, given some time. 

3) Simply obtaining entry for a left-behind parent may be easier than actually 
arranging a satisfactory visit to the child. In any case, SAG intervention to 
make the visit its^, happen would be required since our sponsorship would 
ipp ? resuttpl if^gsal of the resident parent to sponsor. As has happened 
in tftlipast, fhe '^jSng parent could be left feeling more estranged and 
betrayed after the visit. In a worst case scenario, the visit might be a public 
relations disaster if it falls short of the visiting parent's expectations. 


Reasons to Sponsor: 

1) We would be encouraging family reunification, a worthy result, highly 
desired by Congress and the Department. The left-behind parent would 
have established contact with the child, however brief. 

2) A successful visit might lead to a better relationship between the parents. 
Hopefully, this would lead to better communication between them and lead 
to future visits by the left-behind parent without USG assistance, 

3) The Mission would avoid being placed in the position of “blocking" a visit 
through refusal to sponsor. If SAG officials guarantee access to the child 
after the arrival of the left-behind parent, it would be difficult to defend, 
essentially on financial grounds, our unwillingness to sponsor. 

4) It might decrease the number of controversial public cases. 


Here in Dhahran we do not believe that there is an easy answer to the 
question about sponsorship. We feel that if there is a decision within the 
Mission to contemplate the possibility of undertaking sponsorship in some 



February 1 2. 2002 


carefully defined cases, we should only do so with Department approval. At 
a minimum, CA, NEA and L would need to concur with any change due to 
the fiduciary and policy issues that would be involved. This issue hits at the 
core of how much should the USG be doing in these parent/child separation 
cases. Clearly the trend in recent years is for the Department to do more, 
the question is whether sponsorship is one of the tools that we should 
employ. 


Draft: Cons.A.O'Barr 
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CONSULATE GENERAL OFTHE 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


Dhahran. Saudi Arabia 

A . *- 1 a JL AA fv'ff It—, j // 

i .^1 iSUli - o>>l. 


Note Number: 02/21 

The Consulate General of the United 
States of America presents its highest 
compliments to the Kmirate of the 
Eastern Province of the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia and has the honor to seek 
its assistance in arranging a Saudi visit 
visa for American citizen Margaret 
Keshawarz and her son Donny 
Keshawarz. 

Mrs. Keshawarz would like to visit her 
nine year old daughter, Machcal 
Abdulbaset Al-Omary, who lives with 
her Saudi father, Abdulbast Ahmed Al- 
Omary. 

Enclosed is a no objection letter signed 
to this effect by Mr. Al-Omary. Mr. AI- 
Omary is an employee of Saudi 
Aramco and can be reached at Aramco 
Airport, Civil Aviation Department, or 
by his mobile phone « 05-4914328 or 
office H 877-4975 

The Consulate General avails itself of 
this opportunity to renew to the 
Emirate the assurances of its highest 
consideration, and appreciation. 

Cf/'jv i jO- 0 

Ana G. O’Barr-Brcedlove 

Consul 

I3hahran, May 7 , 2002 

Corr: Saffar 24, 142311 
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COMMUNICATION 


Case Name: AL-OMARY, WACHAEL HEIDI (OCS20003331706) 
Communication Type: Email 

Direction: Outgoing 
Date: 12-Jun-2001 
Country: Saudi Arabia 

Subject: U S CONSULATE DHAHRAN - File Contact 
Entered By User: Elvikis, Ruta D. - Consular Affairs/ Otfice Of Citizen Services 


Abstract: Briefed Pos! On Embassy Reply 

Remarks: Thanks, Ann. I gave the numbers to ttie Saudi Embassy. It seems that the Consul wanted them 
to speak with Mr. Al-Omary about a visit by Ms. McClain, in essence getting a statement of no 
objection. I noted to the Consular assistant that Mr. AJ-Omary may be reluctant to permit a visit 
but we were looking at different options, sudi as having the meeting take place on neutral 
territory, to reassure him. We certainly wanted to do whal we could to facilitate this. The 
Consular assistant npted that the Embassy also wanted to do all it could to make this visit 
happen. The assistant promised to keep in touch with me so we can work together toward that 
end Maybe between alt of us we can adually make something happen? 

Last quick question for you. Ms. McClain also asked if I could give her ex-husband's number to 
her. As he is not a U.S. citizen, privacy act does not apply. However, C! policy has been to 
protect address and phone information in cases where we, confirmed by our legal staff believe 
there is call to protect that information, such as in cases of possible reabduction, dom^tic 
violence, harassment. I cant see that any of those factors apply, but I do wonder if given Mr 
Al-Omary’s reluctance to talk to us in the first place, would it break that to trust were we to release 
the number to her? What do you think? I'll keep you informed on this end. 

Ruta 


I 
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Bern A Payne !’t9W''2002 01 34 50 PM rfom OB/Inbo* S^rch Results 

C able Text: 

■ IT K 6191 
ftC'i'JON ocy-o:.! 


INFO LOG-00 NP-00 AM^D-OO CA-01 UTED-00 TEDJ-l-OO N6A-0G 
DCP-Ol IFW-00 TFST-OO VO-03 NTAT-00 SAS-OO /008W 
C931SD 1C15002 /38 

R 1014807. JUL 02 
PM AsMEMBAFSY RIYADH 
TO SECOTPlTE WASHDC 2411 
IN1-X5 AMCGNSUL JEDDAH 

UNCLAS RIYADH 004400 


A.Mr.OHSin., DPAHHAN SENDS 

STATE FOR CA/OCS/CI: BARBARA OPJIIG TOR BETK PAYNE 
E.O. 12908: N/A 

TAOS; KOCI, CASC, SA (HACHAEl. HEiUl AL-OMAf^Y, AKA 
MACIi/vEL ABDULEASF.T AL-OMARY) 

SUBJECT: MARGARET MCCLAIN PINALLY SEES DAUGHTER 

REF: A} RIYADH 348 and previous B) Payne-0’ Barr e- 
noi, is 


1. Suitirr.ary; Marqaret. McCl.ai.n and her adult son, 
Donnie Keshawarz, arrived in Dhahcan on July 3, 
2002 to visit McClain’s daughter, Heidi. At that 
time, we ieaj'tied that Heidi’s father, AbdulbaseL 
Al-Omary, had taken Keidi to Riyadh to a 
relative's house, claiining a family emergency. 
Consulate drove McClain and Keshawarz to Riyadh, 
where she finally was able to visit Heidi. Heidi, 
now nine years old, had not seen hor mother since 
August 1997, End Summary. 

2. Consul, and SCSFSN met Marqaret McClain and her 
adult, son, Donnie Keshawarz, at. the Bahrain 
airport the ovening of July 3, 2002. Wo 
experienced no problem driving them over the 
border to Saudi Arabia. After taking them to a 
hotel for the night, SCSBYSN caJ.led Al-Omary on his 
cell phone to arrange for meetings over the 
weekend, as previously agreed. Al-Omary then 
dropped a boml^shell by saying that he was now in 
Riyadh. An uncle, he said, was in intensive care?, 
and It, had been necessary to go to Riyadli. 

(ComiTient: ttvis is the third time Al-Omary has 
p.loaded a family emergency when Heidi was to be 
visited. Tho other two times concerned, visits by 
Consul.) Al-auo ry said that Heidi, was with him and 
th.a.t. ti.ckocs would bo ai the airport for McClain 
and Ko.stuawarx to trave.l to Riyadh. 

3. When Consul co'itaci.od McClain at the hotel, she 
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said .she did r.od wiip.t t.o pu~ herself and her son 
ar. l.he mercy of Al-Omary and f; i s ranuly- We 
arranqed a driver and car to take the l.wo to 
Riyadh early on July 4, arri^'inq in the eariy 
afternoon. SCSh'SK accompanied them. 

4. After the Group had checked into a holiday Tnis, 
SCSFSN contacted Al— OmarV/ who said he would come 
in hi.s car and take them to sec Heidi. Later that 
day he came with two other men, one a brother and 
the other either a rrdative or friend. (Comsnerit; t 
fil-On^ary’s modus operand! i.s Lo bring two to four 
reiative.s/friends with him when a visit to Hotdi 
is pianned.) .After a short, non-confrontatJonal 
■'get -acquainted" meeting, the brother drove 
Mciain, her son, Ai-Omary, SCSFSN, and the other 
man to a huge villa, apparently for the extended 
fM-Oinary family, in a posh Riyadh suburb. 

5. They were led into the family room. The brother 
said that this room Is the center of the family' y 
activities. It included a TV and a computer for 
accessing the internet. A3 -Ctoary went up.stairs to 
fetch Heidi. IL was evident that Heidi did not 
want to come at first, as the group could hear her 
protests from below. She finally came down with 
her father, dressed in wo.stern slacks and shirt. 
Once down, she hid behind her father for a while 
and even covered her face with his gutra 
(headcovering) in an attempt to hide. AJ.-0«uary 
continued to encourage her to talk to McClain and 
Keshawarz. McClain was understandably fearful that 
her visit would end without meaningful contact 
with her daughter. 

6. Then Al-Omary l>egan to play an impromptu game 
of indoor soccer with Heidi. SCSFSN and Keshawarz 
joined ill. SC-SrSN encouraged McClain to do the 
same. After a few tense moments, “he ice was 
broken. Heidi and McClain began talking; before 
long, Heidi was telling her mom "knock-knock" 
jokes. The interaction between the two continued 
successfully for about three hours. McClain asked 
jleidi quesuion.s about events when (ieidi was still 
in tho U.S. and was delighted when Heidi 
remembered "everything.” Heidi's English is 
excellent, and communicatiojj, once the two 
connected, was no problem. Later McClain 
commented on Heidi’s intelligence and memory. The 
highlight of the visic for McClain came when Heidi 
hugged her mother and told her that she missed 
her. After being drit'en back to the hotel, 
McClain, Koshawarz, and SCSr'SN celebrated with a 
dinner out. 

1. The next day witr.e.'?.sed a time cf confrontation 
between McCiain and .Ai-Omary. .Al-Ctnary had di::,ven 

to tlic hotel, saying the family would be tirav^iing 
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•■har. day and was in thG car. (tic arc not su;:^ 
c-:her they were traveling back t.o Dhahran or 
..-kjmewhers elye.) .^.l-Oitary apfia rently wi«r;ed to 
disous.s with McClain material on the internet 
charginq him with kidnappinq as well as the 
criminal charges thonssejves- At one point, 

McClain became visibly upset and walked away. 

C] early, she did not want, to talk to her ox- 
husband. SCSP3N encouraged her to return in orx 
to see her daughter one mors time. Finally, 
McClain was able to walk to the car and tell Heidi 
goodbye. She gave a Heidi a present, after 
talking to her a few minutes. It appeared that 
her time, with Heidi was henelicial, even if short 
and preceded by her emotional meeting with Al- 
Omary. 

8. The next day, July 6, the Consulate car 
returned McClain and her son to the airport in 
Bahrain, accompanied by SCSFSN. Before they left, 
Consu.1. was able to spend about an hour discus.sing 
the visit with the two. She asked McClain If the 
trip was worth it, gis-en the emotional strain of 
meetitig with her ex-husband. She replied 
unhesitatingly that it was, because of her tinw? 
with Heidi. She said that she was afraid 
beforehand that she would not even be able to see 
Heidi, that her ex-husband might prevent a visit 
entirely. The visit., regardless of unpleasant 
ress, was beyond her expectations. 

V. Comment: Donnie Keshawarz was undoubtedly a 
stabilizing influence for his mother. He said his 
relationship with Al-Oroary had always been 
satisfactory, end throughout the trip he 
frequently encouraged his mother to begin direct 
contact With her cx-husband for the sake of 
keeping in touch with Heidi. McClain was adamant; 
that -She would not talk to him and did not want t;o 
"give i.r)" to him. Consul said' that McClain had to 
make her own decision about contact with her ex- 
husband becau.se she was the one who had been hurt. 
However, she .suyge.sted, McClain might want to 
differentiate between talking to him and "giving 
in." She then asked how McClain would feci atx>ur, 
Donnie and his .sister, Roxanne, developing contact, 
with Al-C)nary and with iseidi. McClain had no 
problems with thoir doing sc- Consul suggested 
that the brotlier and sister maintain contact with 
Heidi and .her father by e-maii. 

10. Comment continued; Snoulc this type of vi.sit 
ever be proposed agair, we believe an arranged 
visit, in o governmenl office might prevent the 
cfiange of venue that came clo.se to wrecking this 
one. Alt.'sough it is easy tc fault Al-Oraary for 
his manipulatioj'. of events, we believe that he i.e 
’ry obsessed with the fear, irrational though it 
that we ndglit snatch .Heidi, back and that is 
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vrtiy he made cert.aiii that the visit was in Riyadh, 
safely under hjs control. Once he believed that 
Heidi was safe from snatching, he cooperated 
fully, even overriding Heidi’s initial protests, 
to see that the visit took place. (Al-Omary 
appears to be an extremely lenient father, even by 
iinierican standards.) He told McClain that he is 
not against her; having a relationship with her 
child but that he wants to see that she is raised 
in a proper Muslim environment. He said that i,/"- 
lie had vranted Heidi to break all connections wiin 
her mother, he would not have gone to the lengths 
he has to see that she is fluent in English. We 
belreve that Al-Omary will not interfere with 
efforts by Heidi's brother and sister (and 
probably by McClain herself) to maintain a 
relationship. We recommend that they be 
encouraged to do so, through e-mail, .letters, and 
any other means available. End Comment. 

(APPROVED: O' BARR} 

JORDAN 


NNNN 
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Dept, of State. RPS/ IPS, Margaret P. GrafeW, 
K^e^e( ) Excise ( )DeH^( )Dccfe«safy 

1 ^ ^ 1 1 feemiJtioe , , \ 



m THB COTTRT OF COMMON PXrEAS 
DIVISION OP DOMBSTIC REI.&I?lbNS 
MEDINA COUin'Y, OHIO 


MAVaSSM DABBkGH, 


> CASS SOsS 5983 


Plaintiff 


MOHAaiAU HISHAJM DABBAGB, 


Defendant, 


) JVDOBj JUDITH a. CROSS‘D 


z , , C3 . rZ' 


' '!! c~> 6 m 

‘' 8 g 3 ° 


-y. 5:::^5 

I This cause came before the Court on February - ; A^2 'ilKin 

Complaint filed December; 4, _ l99i. This matter wis 
referred to Referee , Dorcas Russo for hearing on Febmaty 2S, iS 92 
oursuant to Rules 75 and 53 of the Ohio Rules of Civil, Procedure., 
_| Present jere. Plaintiff and' Plaintiff -s counsel. Defendant having 
I b|sp-<jdi£,:se'rved.by publication according to law.' ' The "court 

-■/ ®*^.^^°?“-,"']®,^^°dings of fact and .recommendations concatned 
gthe Referee:. Re, ^ 
CiVil Rule . ,,, ^ 

O^.law or other dg^.^t on the face of the Ref eree*. Report' : 

|j . ' 'mi ■■ ■■ 

j werefore, it-Yr: hereby orderro, kotowed «, decreed mTi ' 
Plai.utiff is 'hereby awarded a divorce from - j— „ 

j the grounds Of e:ctreme cruelty. The narriage' contract f 

VOL 58 2 rAQE 60 8 [| — ^ 
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eKisting between the parcie^ is terminated arid both parties are 
discharged frcm the obligations o£ tbe same. 

2. Pursuant to O.R.C,’ 3109-04 Plaintiff is a>ra.rded 


custody and hereby designated the sole residential parent and 
•l'egal*OT3todian of /the parties' minor child, Nadia Dabbagh. 

3. Pursuant to O.R.C, 3109.05, ail issues pertaining to 
Defmidant’s rights of visitation are held in abeyance . Plaintiff 
is hereby relieved of all statutox^ duties to provide notices of 
address . 

4, Pursuant to O.R.C. 3109.05. all issues pertaining to 
^Defendant's obligations of child support are held ia abeyance, <;• 

,5... Pursuant to O.R.C, 3105.171, relative to property 


division, each party shall retain any and all marital and 
separate property, currently in their possession, free and clear 
of any claim ’b^ the other. Each party shall be responsible for 
all debt incurred in their own name, and shall hold ‘the other 
on any such debt. 

6- Pursuant to o.R.c. 3105,18, neither party isj^^granted 
spousal'- support'." 

t hereby returned to her maiden name, to wit: 

MalfrW "^chardsoh. 

The rescf^ining orders issued oh Daceniber 4, "1991 by 
this ;pourt Shali pennanant, and are expressly Incorporated 

herfeln by ■reference. .■ including that Defendant V 
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674 



675 


International Crime Alert 

Wanted by the U.S. Federal Bureau of Investigation 


MOHAMAD HISHAM DABBAGH 

Description: Mohamad Hisbam Dabbagh is an Arab male bora on Novembiir 18fb> 
ISI63, in Kuwait Ci^, Kuwait A cittsen of Syria, he is onr-metcr fU^'-seven 
centimeters tall and weighs kilograms. He has black hair, brown eyes and 

a medium complexion. He wears glasses and has a “ia^’ left eye. He also hu a 
small scar over one of his eyes. JDabbagh speaks English and Arabic. He may be in 
Saudi Arabia, Syria, Kuwait, or elsewhere in the Middle East Nadia Dabbagh was 
born in the United States on Februaty 3rd, 1990. She has brown hair and black 
eyes. She has a medium complexion and a strawberry birthmark on her right 
forearm. 


Case Detaib: On November 3rd, 1992, Mohamad Hishem Dabbagh picked up his 
two-year-old daughter, Nadia Dabbagh, for an extended visit The child and her 
mother, Dabbs^h’s divorced wife, were living In Medina, C^io. Dabbagh was 
permitted to take the child to Fhwida on the condition that she be returned to the 
mo&erb custody by December 1st. Dabbagh did not return the child to her mother. Instead, be 
abducted her to Saudi Arabia. He later took the child to Syria, where he left her with members of the 
Muslim Brotherhood. U.S. mithorities issued warrants for Dabbagh 's arrest for child abduction. 
Dabbagh is also wanted by Syrian authorities on charges of kidnapping and other offenses. Syrian 
authorities have issued an order granting cutody of the child to her mother. 



NaeSa Dabbagh before her abduction 0, and age-enakanced photo 


If you have information concerning Mohamad iflsham Dabbagh, or the eight-year-old abducted 
child, Nadia Dabbagh, you should contact the nearest U.$. embassy or consulate. Or call the National 
Center for IVfissing and Exploited Children at 1-703-235-3900. The U.S. guarantees that the identities 
of all informants will be kept confidential 
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loe™ COXGKESS 
2i) Session 


S. RES. 


239 


Expressing- the sers.sc of ijie Senate that Nadia Dabba^i, who was abducted 
from the I’nited States, shoulrl be returned home to her mother, "Ms, 
i\r;uii-epn Dat)bag!i. 


IN THE SENA^rE OF THE TJNITED STATES 

NoVE.MS^EH 19, 1999 

i\rr, Ronn (fm- liim-self ami Mr. DbWlm-:) submitted the following resolution; 
which was referrc't: to the Committee on Foreign Relations 

JrxE 2S, 2000 

Re])orted iw Mr. IIliJ.Ms, without amei)d;nent 

JriA 19. 2000 
Coiisidemi and agrew! to 


RES OLUTION 

Expressing tlie sense of the Senate tliat N'adia Dabbagh, 
ivlio was abchicted from tlie United Suites, should iie 
returned home to her mother. Ms. Mimroeu Dabbagh. 

Wliereas Mr. Moliamad Ilishani Dabbagh and i\Irs. Maureen 
Dabbagh had a daughter, Nadia Dabbagh. in .1990; 

Whereas Maui-een Dabbagh and Mohamad Ilisham Dabbagli 
were divorced in Februan- 1992: 

Whereas in .1 993, Xadia was abducted Ijy lier father: 

Wliereas Molianiad Ilisham tied the' United State.s witli 

N'adia: 

|3, fXHlBlT 
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AVherciis the Goveninients of Syia and the h nited States 
ha\a; yanted ehild custody to Maureen Dalttiagh and 
tioth have issued arrest warrants for Mohamad Dabljagh; 

AMiereas ilohamad Dabbagh originally escaped to Saudi Ai'a- 
bia: 

AVhereas the D('partuient of State believed that Madia was r('- 
siding' in Syia until late 199S; 

AAdiereas the Senate j)assed S. Res. 29-3 for M'adia Dabbagh 
(,in Octobei- 21, 199S. asking Syria to aid in the ndurn 
of M'adia to her mother in the United States; 

Whereas in 1999. Syria invited Maureen Dabliagh to S\ria 
to meet with her daughter: 

Whereas the Department of State beliews that in 1999 
M'adia was moved to Saudi Arabia and is residing ivith 
iMohamad Dabbagh; 

\Miereas although M'adia is in Saudi M'abia, neitlier slie nor 
Mohamad Dabbagh are Saudi Aiatbiaii citiwns: 

Whereas iMatireen Dabbagh. with the assistance of missing 
children organizations, has been unable t<.i reunite with 
her daughter; 

Wliereas the Department of State, the Fi'deral Bureau of In- 
vestigation, and Interpol have been iinsuecessftil in tlieir 
attempts to bring M'adia back to the United Stares; 

Wdiereas IMaureen Dabbagh has not seen her danuiiter in 
more than six ,vears; and 

Whereas it will take the contimied effort and pressure on tho 
part of tile Saudi Arabian officials to bring this case to 
a successfvi! concinsion: M'ow, therefore, be it 


SUES 2:19 ATS 
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1 Reaoh'ed, That it is the sense of the Senate that the 

2 (lovernments of tlie T'nited States and Sandi Anibiii ini- 

3 mediately locate Nadia tiiid deliver her stifely to Iter inotli- 

4 er. 
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Whereas in 1993, Nadia was abducted by her father; 

Whereas Mohamad Dabbagh later fled the country with Nadia; 

Whereas the governments of Syria and the United States have granted child custody to Maureen 
Dabbagh and both have issued arrest warrants for Mohamad Dabbagh ; 

Whereas Mohamad Dabbagh has escaped to Saudi Arabia; 

Whereas the United States Department of State believes Nadia now resides in Syria; 

Whereas Maureen Dabbagh , with the assistance of missing children organizations, has been unable to 
reunite with her daughter; 

Whereas the Department of State, the Federal Bureau of Investigation and Interpol have been 
unsuccessful in their attempts to bring Nadia back to the United States; 

Whereas Maureen Dabbagh has not seen her daughter in over five years; and 

Whereas it will take the continued effort and pressure on the part of Syrian officials to bring this case to 
a successful conclusion; Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved. That it is the sense of the Senate that the Governments of the United States and Syria 
immediately locate Nadia and deliver her safely to her mother. 
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Riyafiv JafiiKay lO* 2002 

Mr, Ckffies Glatz 
First Secrstaiy and Consul 
Embas^ of the TTmted States of 
Kiyaih. Saudi Aiaisa 

Dear Mr. Glalz, 

In rd^nce to your visit tto you have made to my parents hpuw oa 
Tii^day January 15* 2002 to see my ctuldrca. I to raconfim my 
|x>sidQtt (die fe&er of my diiidi^) Michad E. Rives may cbn^ to 
Riyadh and see om chidrsa any time he -wishes in the near fetoeL 

I ISsS to ^ -vdllmgiess to aBow our dbildrea the opportniutf to 

spesod liiiie with lodi ihdr parents; I have no inteotion what so .ever to 
deprive my childreH from their father. Mr. Rives may therefore come 
to Riyadh ia order to see his cfaiidrcu at his earliest convenience. Tte 
visit’s logistics and d^Ts can he worked out between us. 

De^ite die fact diat Mr. Rrws and I have serious differences, the vi^ 
being of our diildreQ ramains my first priority and most inipoitaut 
coQceni, I diaii alw^ endeavor to do -what ever is deemed appropriate 
and judg^ necessacy to accomplish this hi^ priority. 

Kindly make the US State Ds^jartment and Michael Raves aware of tois 
lettor and its content. 

I take this c^poitnraty to thank you for your kind visit and your ooacem. 

Hease feel free to contact me any time if you have any questions, 

Staccreiy, ^ - i / 

Rom Foaad Al-Adci 
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BdhAPayne 09/t6/200208i]2;13AM From DB/Inbox; Be^hAPayne 
CatHeTMt: 

UTE6620 
ACriCW OCS-03 

INFO LOG-00 CA-01 UTED-00 TEDE-00 L-00 NSAE-00 PER-QO 
TEST-00 VO-03 NFAT-00 SAS-00 /007W 

— E7B1D9 160806Z /38 

R 1€0558Z SEP 02 
FM AMEMBASSX RIYADH 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC 4233 
AMEMBASSY PARIS 
INFO AMCONSUL JEDDAH 

UNCLAS RIYADH 006109 


FOR CA/OCS/CI - BETH PAYNE - AND CA/VO/L/A - BARBARA 
PREVITI 

E,0. 12958: N/A 

TAGS: KOCI, CASC, CVIS, SA {RIVES, LILY) {RIVES, SAMI) 
SUBJECT: WELFARE/WHEREABOOTS VISIT; INA 10(C) 
INELIGIBILITY OF RETAINING PARENT'S IMMEDIATE FAMILY - 
LILY AND SAMI RIVES 

REF: (A) STATE 162433 (notal) 

(B) STATE 155005 (uotal) 

{C) STATE 148149 (notai) 

1. Summary. Embassy Riyadh ACS staffers conducted a 
welfare/whereabouts visit with Lily Michelle Rives and 
Sami Michael Rives, on September 10, 2002 in Riyadh, 
Saudi Arabia. The children were well and appeared to 
be well cared for. Emboffs were able to fulfill a 
number of requests from the left-behind-parent (LBP), 
Mr. Michael Rives. ACS.conoff discussed ENA Section 
212 (a) (10) (C) - international child abduction - with 
the children's mother, Roua Al Adel. Conoff delivered 
letters warning of 212 (a) (10) (C) ineligibility for Al 
Adel's father and mother. Al Adel, however, refused to 
accept identical letters for her siblings. During a 
September 15, 2002 meeting with the Saudi Foreign 
Ministry Director of Consular Affairs concerning child 
custody. Consul General raised the Rives case. The 
Director agreed to look into the case- Summary. 


Welfare/Whereabouts 


2. On September 10, 2002, Embassy Riyadh ACS officer 
and Special Consular Services (SCS) FSN consular 
assistant conducted a welfare/whereabouts visit with 
Amcit children Lily Michelle Rives (DPOB: 8 Oct 1997, 
Saudi Arabia) and Sami Michael Rives (DPC»; 22 July 
1999, Saudi Arabia) . The visit took place at the home 
of Dr. Fouad Al Adel, the father of the abducting 
parent and the children's maternal grandfather, and 
lasted about an hour and a half. In attendance were 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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the children's mother, Roua Fouad A1 Adel; the maternal 
grandparents. Dr. A1 Adel and his wife, Einayat Fadwa; 
and a young man in his twenties, caaar Ahmed, who 
described himself as Roua A1 Adel's nephew. The 
maternal grandmother came and went throughout the 
meeting. The maternal grandfather was present the 
whole time, but dozed periodically. Lily and Sami were 
present for the first half an hour, then were about the 
house playing. They returned for the final fifteen 
minutes to say good-bye, while racing around a small 
interior fountain on plastic tricycles. 

3. The visit was arranged without problems and was 
conducted in a cooperative manner by Ai Adel and her 
family. Al Adel and the children had been on vacation 
in Syria for about one month, until the beginning of 
September, so the visit did not take place earlier. Al 
Adel declined to tell consular staffers where she and 
the children had been in Syria. 

4. Per ref C, the LBP requested a street address for 
the house of the maternal grandfather. Dr. Al Adel. 
There are no street addresses in Riyadh per se because 
there are neither street signs (except for the major 
boulevards) nor house numbers. Thus, post can only 
provide directions how to get to the Al Adel home, 
located in the Salahudin district. From the Diplomatic 
Quarter, where the Embassy is located, one drives east 
on Prince Abdullah Road (al^o known Sheraton Road) , 
which runs along the southern border of King Saud 
University. Proceeding eastward on Prince Abdullah 
Road, one crosses King Fahad Expressway and arrives at 
the intersection of Prince Abdullah Road and King 
Abdulaziz Road. Prince Abdullah Road runs east-west 
and King Abdulaziz runs north-south. At their 
intersection, on the northwest corner is the Sahara 
Mali, a major shopping center. After crossing King 
Abdulaziz Road eastbound, one iinmediately takes the 
service road to the right. One passes a large 
furniture store and a gasoline station. One turns into 
the first right street after the gasoline station. One 
then takes the third street on the left. The Al Adel 
home is the second house on the right, with an ornate 
wooden door in the outer wall. 

5. As during our visit in January, the Lily and Sami 
appeared to be healthy, in good humor, and well cared 
for. Both had good color and moved agilely about the 
large living and dining areas. Lily has her hair cut 
short around her face. She wore a ted combo with a 
long sleeve topper and long pants. Sami had a plastic 
action figure in his one hand and wore blue shorts, a 
yellow, blue, and white topper, and athletic shoes with 
white socks. Al Adel commented that Sami is quite 
taken now with action figures and plays with them 
frequently. For her part, Lily likes Barbie and plays 
with Barbie dolls. Both children were shy with 


UNCLASSIFIED 

2 



685 


UNCLASSIFIED 


consular staffers and did not respond to conoff's 
questions. On the previous day, Lilly had been to the 
doctor for a preschool physical so that she can attend 
kindergarten. She received two vaccinations and thus 
was restless at night. A1 Adel said that both children 
enjoy good health and have had no major illnesses. She 
volunteered that she is thinking that she may send Sami 
to daycare for half a day so that he becomes accustomed 
to being with other children and to the routine of 
school. A1 Adel introduced consular staffers to an 
older, short, white-haired wcMian, apparently Syrian, 
who Al Adel said had been her nanny and is now helping 
her with Lily and Sami. In addition, there was at 
least one Indonesian household maid in evidence. 

6. Al Adel said that the children spend much time 
playing with their friends, wh<an she described as the 
children of her relatives and friends. Scsnetimes the 
friends come to visit; at other times Ai Adel, Lily, 
and Sami visit them. Al Adel said that Lily and Sami 
are close to each other and play and fight together. 

She said that Lily is very protective of Sami and 
becomes very concerned if her brother is crying. Al 
Adel reported that the children bathe either in the 
mornings or in the evenings, as convenient. Al Adel 
said that because school has not yet started, the 
children normally sleep late and are up late into the 
evening. They breakfast on, eggs, che^^e, juice, milk, 
and bread. For a mid-mornihg snack, she gives them 
fruit. In the mornings, Lily and Sami see some 
programs on Cartoon Network, which the house receives 
by cable, Al Adel commented that she does not approve 
of ail the programraing on that station- and turn.s off 
violent programs. The children especially like Ban\ey 
and Superman. Lunch is chicken or other meat with rice 
and vegetables. The children like noodles very much. 
They eat hamburgers also but Al Adel said the family 
prepares these at home themselves. The children drink 
milk or juice with lunch and have ice cream or 
chocolate as a dessert. Ai Adel commented that ice 
cream is a real favorite and she uses it as a positive 
incentive. During the day, Al Adel said she spends 
time playing with the children. She is teaching them 
songs, counting, and writing in English and Arabic. 

The children swim in the large or small pools at' their 
grandfather’s house and they also spend time outside in 
a play area there that has a playhouse and slides. Al 
Adel said that she is out with the children once or 
twice a week to a shopping mall. There they play in 
the play area or stop for some fast food. She 
mentioned chicken nuggets are a favorite food. Al Adel 
said that the children currently share a room, but have 
separate beds. She said she often ends the day by 
telling the children stories. She added that, given 
their ages, Lily and Sami frequently end up in her bed 
with her, Ai Adel added that she was thinking of 
separating them into different bedrooms "soon", 
especially as Lily will start school this year. She 
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concluded by saying that the children are healthier 
physically and emotionally in Saudi Arabia than in the 
U.S. This is because, in her opinion, the children do 
not witness A1 Adel and the LBP arguing and they do not 
feel threatened by the LBP's adult son, who lived with 
them in Texas. 

7 . Concerning language, A1 Adel said that normally she 
and the household use Arabic with the children. She 
alleged that even in the D.S. the LBP traveled 
frequently for work so he was not present to speak to 
the children in English- A1 Adel sAid that while she 
was in the U.S., a medical doctor advised her to be 
consistent in using language with the children, so that 
they would sort out English and Arabic. Thus, she 
began to speak to them exclusively in Arabic and has 
tried to keep this up. She said that Lily understands 
English well, but only speaks it "somewhat". A1 Adel 
said that the school where Lily will go has English as 
a second language and her English teacher will be 
American, Al Adel noted that Sami is only three years 
old, so his language skills are still under 
development. Al Adel contended Sami cannot be expected 
to be fluent in English or Arabic. (At no time during 
the visit, even when he attempted to engage them 
directly, did conoff have an exchange with either child 
in English.) 

8. Al Adel said the LBP is in regular jcontact with Lily 
and Sami by telephone. She"" said that the LBP called 
last in late July to advise her of the final Texas 


divorce and he spoke with the children at that time. 
(She alleged that the LBP parent tried to call the 
children in Riyadh when they were in Syria. When he 
did not find them at home in Riyadh, Ai Adel alleged 
that the LBP parent repeatedly called her siblings 
asking where the children were. She added that she 
finds the LBP's behavior overly demanding because he 
calls at irregular hours and wants the children be 
available for him immediately or at a set time the 
following day.) Al Adel said that she tapes the 
telephone conversations to show that the LBP has 
contact with the children and that she is facilitating 
this contact. She said that during the calls, she 
translates as necessary. Al Adel played part of a 
tape. Consular staffers could hear a male, presumably 
the LBP, having a conversation with a little girl, 
presumably Lily. The male is asking questions and the 
little girl is answering. The conversation is somewhat 
disjointed as if the little girl does not always 
understand the male's questions. At times, she seems 
to answer in non sequiturs, using whatever English she 
can remember. At times, the little girl can be heard 
saying "I have a new Barbie"; "I miss you”; "I love 
you"; "I went to Safeway; "I got ice cream"; and "Sami 
has a new car". The little girl also sings on the 
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tape. {A1 Adel provided consular staffers with a copy 
of this taped conversation. Post has the tape in its 
case file and made a copy for the House Committee on 
Government Reform’s request for the Rives file.) A1 
Adel alleged that she and the children had called the 
LBP's mother in the U.S. for Mother’s Day. 

9. Per ref C, A1 Adel said that she is not familiar 
with telephone number 464-6411. The telephone number 
that post uses to contact her at her father’s home is 
454-6211 (preceded by 966—1 when dialed from overseas). 
A1 Adel said that she believes that/'the LBP has the 454- 
6211 number as he uses this number when he calls. 

10. Per ref C, A1 Adel refused to provide any pictures 
of the children. She said that approximately two 
months ago she sent the LBP digital pictures via e- 
mail. She said that she is willing to continue to send 
the LBP pictures by e-mail. However, Al Adel commented 
with some irritation that the LBP should not claim that 
he is in need of photos because she is not sending him 
any. 


Legal Matters 


11. Al Adel commented that she has been quite busy with 
legal matters, but that she hoped to find employment 
some time soon if time permits. She said that prior to 
her marriage to the LBP, she was working and that she 
is looking forward to doing so again. She said that 
she had spent USD 13,000 on legal fees for her U.S. 
attorneys and has financial need to resume working. Al 
Adel said that she has dismissed Motasem A. Khashoggi 
as her Saudi attorney and instead has engaged a new 
one, El-Sayaf Al Suwailem (cell phone 966-5-427-7365) . 
Al Adel was harshly critical of the Texas family court 
system, the Texas divorce settlement, and her Texas 
legal counsel. She said that the final legal advice 
from her attorney in Texas was that she should stay in 
Saudi Arabia and not consider bringing the children 
back to the U.S. Al Adel said that she agreed with 
this counsel because the divorce settlement is so much 
in the LBP's favor that she has no incentive to 
cooperate. She rhetorically questioned how the judge 
could award the LBP damages, child support, and legal 
costs when the LBP had taken her premarital assets, co- 
mingled them with his into joint accounts, and now 
refused to return her assets to her. She also alleged 
that the LBP had told the judge that he could only have 
a chance at seeing the children if he was awarded 
custody. Al Adel disputed this, providing consular 
staffers a copy of a May 28, 2002 fax from Salah Al 
Hejaiian Law Firm to the Saudi Consulate General in 
Houston, sponsoring the LBP to visit Saudi Arabia. Al 
Adel concluded by announcing that she is counter-suing 
the LBP in Saudi court. She will ask for confirmation 
of the divorce, child support, and payment of a SR 
100,000 (USD 26,667) deferred dowry she said he owes 
her. She said she will also charge him with crimes 
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against Islam: apostasy and baptizing Lily and Sami in 
a Christian church. The initial hearing is scheduled 
for October 26, Ai Adel advised. 


INA Section 212(a) (10(C) Visa Ineligibility 


12. Conoff read to Al Adel the talking points provided 
in ref B, para. 5 re INA Section 212 (a) (10) (C) visa 
ineligibility. He explained to her/'about the letters 
from the Department to her parents and siblings, signed 
by the Ambassador, warning of this ineligibility- Al 
Adel accepted the letters for her parents, but refused 
to accept them for her siblings, Iba, Fida, and Ina. 

She told conoff that if she did so, she feared it might 
be legal acknowledgement of this visa ineligibility. 

She said that she will provide post with addresses so 
that post can transmit the letters directly to her 
brothers and sister. Ai Adel conmented that her 
brothers very much had opposed her marriage to the LBP 
and now it was ironic that they would be affected by 
her mistake. She commented that she found this section 
of the INA most unfair because her parents and siblings 
had not been involved in her decision to marry. 


Saudi Passports 

13. Regarding Lily and Sami'^s O.S. passports, Al Adel 
referred conoff to her Saudi attorney. In response to 
conoff's request, she refused to provide conoff or the 
LBP with the numbers and copies of the children's Saudi 
passports. She again referred conoff to her Saudi 
attorney. Regarding the children's citizenship, Al 
Adel at first said that the children were not Saudi, 
but that Saudi authorities have extended to them the 
use of Saudi passports. She added that she had sought 
this because she needed to regularize the children's 
status in Saudi Arabia as it appears that they will be 
residing in the Kingdom. Subsequently, she backed off 
further discussion of passports and the children's 
relationship to Saudi Arabia, referring conoff again to 
her Saudi attorney. 

14. Post will follow up with Al Adel’s attorney 
concerning the Saudi passports and citizenship. To 
date, the SAG has not responded to post's June 25, 2002 
diplomatic note no. 1036 (Department - please note 
corrected diplomatic note number), asking that the 
children's U.S. passports be returned to the Elmbassy or 
for a clarification of the basis for SAG issuance of 
Saudi passports to Lily and Sami. We will also be in 
touch with Ai Adel for contact information to pass the 
INA Section 212(a) (10(0 letters to Al Adel's siblings. 

15. Embassy Paris - One of Al Adel’s siblings, Fida 
Fouad Al Adel, is the Saudi PermRep to UNESCO and 
resides in Paris. Elmbassy Riyadh possibly will request 
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Embassy Paris assistance in delivering the INA Section 
212 (a) (10) (C) ineligibility warning letter to him. Per 
ref B, Department has placed A1 Adel's parents and 
siblings in CLASS as PlOC. 


Consul General Meeting with MPA Consular Affairs Head 


16. On Septen^er 15, 2002, Eiirf>as3y Riyadh Consul 
General met with Ambassador Ibrahim O- A1 fSiarashi, the 
MFA Director of Consular Affairs on various child 
custody issues {see septei). Regarding the Rives case, 
Ai Kharashi said that he was unfamitiar with the case. 
He was equally unfamiliar with post's dipICMnatic note 
1036 in which we requested the return of Lily and 
Sami's American passports to the Embassy and 
clarification as to how the SAG could provide Saudi 
passports to them. Al Kharashi agreed to back in 
contact with the Consul General after he has research 
these matters. 

Scobey 


NNNN 


End Cable Text 

SethAPayne OSd6/20Q208;02:t3AM from OB/Inbcuc BethAPayne 
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Memorandum of Conversation 

From: Margaret Higgins, Acting Consul General, Embassy 
London 

Date: August 31, 2002 

On Saturday, August 31, 2002, beginning at approximately 
9:15 p.m. local time I had a meeting with Alia and Aisha 
Gheshayan at the Langham Hilton Hotel in London . 

When I arrived at the hotel, I was greeted by Sami (was 
unable to get his surname) , who is the spouse of Alia 
Gheshayan, and Abdul Aziz, who is the spouse of Aisha 
Gheshayan- Also present for most of the interview was Alia 
and Sami's 4-month old daughter Basina, 

Sami speaks a tiny bit of English; Abdul's English is quite 
good, and he made the introduction of Alia and Aisha, who 
were both covered head to toe in traditional conservative 
robes. He and Sami then left, after letting me know that 
if I needed anything I should come get them. Once their 
spouses left the room. Alia and Aisha took off their black 
outer robes and we all gathered around the phone. I was 
alone with Alia and Aisha for a bit longer than an hour. 

At this point the State Department's Operations Center was 
contacted in order to connect us by phone to Nina Behrens 
who was going to act as translator for our meeting. The 
connection was made. The phone in the hotel room was a 
speaker phone, which facilitated the conversation. There 
was one awkward moment when a bellhop brought a tray of 
tea, coffee and cookies. The girls disappeared (one behind 
the drapes) while I dealt with the male bellhop. Once he 
left, Aisha served the coffee and tea. The mood in the 
room was casual and comfortable, but during the 
conversation there were several times when Alia raised her 
voice and spoke in what I would characterize as an angry 
manner. 

I began by explaining who I was and why I was there (w/w 
check) , and gave a brief description of the Privacy Act 
Waiver I would be asking them to sign later. I also told 
them that I was taking notes and writing down what they 
were saying because there would be an official record made 
of our meeting. I then asked them if they would like to 
speak and give any statement to me. 
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Alia, the elder sister, spoke first. She stated that she 
was happy with her life, that she "doesn't want America," 
that her mother "invented the idea of abduction, " and that 
she is living the "best life" with her husband. 

Aisha spoke and stated that she is very happy with her 
husband (note: she has been married for one month) and 
wants to stay in Saudi Arabia where she can have a life of 
stability. 

Alia stated that she does not wish to meet with her mother. 
She said that her father had offered two or three times to 
bring her mother to live with them in Saudi Arabia and her 
mother had declined to do so. Alia felt that if her mother 
had really been interested in living with them, she could 
have done so in Saudi Arabia. 

Alia took the conversational lead, with Aisha normally 
agreeing with her, and only rarely adding her own comment. 
Both stated that they have no wish to see their mother but 
that they want to relax, live with their husbands, and have 
children. They are tired of the problems with their 
mother . 

Alia specifically stated that she doesn't want U.S. 
citizenship or anything that has to do with America, and 
Aisha added her "ditto." 

Since the sisters had vehemently rejected the idea of 
seeing their mother, I asked if they would be willing to 
talk with Congressman Dan Burton. They said that they 
didn't understand why the Congressman didn't wait for them 
to get back to Saudi Arabia. I suggested that perhaps it 
was felt that in Saudi Arabia they would be less free to 
speak their minds. Alia said that they didn't lack freedom 
in Saudi Arabia, that they are not forced to say things, 
and that in an Islamic country they have full freedom of 
expression. The sisters agreed that they would be happy to 
meet with Congressman Burton in Saudi Arabia after they 
return next week, but they did not want to speak to him 
now. 

Aisha then stated again that they both want their mother to 
leave them alone. They want peace in their lives. Their 
mother said on TV that they had been kidnapped. But they 
love their father and their husbands and want to be left 
alone . 
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Alia then added that they are discussing requesting some 
compensation from their mother for what she has said in the 
media and for the "harassment." Alia said that they were 
very unhappy that she went on TV and "made a scandal out of 
them." Alia said that she (their mother) could have done 
it without all the publicity - she could have picked up the 
phone . 

I told the sisters that I had not been fully briefed on the 
case, but that I did know that their mother had been trying 
for many years to have them returned to the United States . 
Alia, in a raised and angry tone of voice, said that she 
was older than Aisha by 3 years and 8 months and therefore 
has some understanding of their life in the U.S. before 
they left . She stated that their mother did not take care 
of them but would frequently leave them with babysitter, 
would get drunk, was dating other men while still married 
to her father and did not respect the marital relationship. 
She says that they willingly went with their father. She 
again stated that if their mother had really wanted them 
she could have lived with them in Saudi Arabia. 

I again raised the subject of their traveling to the U.S. 
some day in the future. Alia said it is "impossible" to go 
to the U.S. - it is enough to see the Consul and the 
Congressman, She then gave Nina a quote which she 
requested be translated for me. The translation was: 

If the United States helps its citizens, Saudi Arabia 
preserves (protects) its citizens. 

At this point it seemed that the sisters did not have more 
to say, so I asked Nina to help explain the Privacy Act 
Waiver. I told them they could either write a statement or 
that I would be happy to help them complete the standard 
PAW. We did the latter with Nina translating, but then the 
sisters stated that they wanted Abdul to read it before 
they signed it. I ended Nina's call and the men returned. 

I spent several minutes discussing the PAW with Abdul, and 
then he spoke in Arabic with Sami. (Note: when the men 
returned the women donned their robes and moved to the back 
of the room where they sat silently and did not join in the 
conversation any further.) Abdul finally decided that he 
wanted more time to digest the PAW and explain it to the 
sisters, and to decide if the sisters would complete the 
standard PAW or write their own statements. He agreed to 
call me on Sunday afternoon to let me have a decision. 
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Cordial goodbyes were said to both the men and the sisters. 
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Date: 

August 31, 2002 

To: 

The Office of the Secteraty 


U.S. Department of State 

From: 

Nina Behrens 

Re: 

Memorandum of Conversation 

Dear Sirs: 



MmoiandTOi of Telephone Interpretation, for a conversation between the US Consul in 
London and two Saudi women, on August 31, 2002, subject: Case of Children Custody. 

The two Saudi women agreed beforehand to have the outcome of this meeting released to 
thdr mother and other relevant people. The two Saudi women expressed very firmly 
flhif th^ want their mother to “leave them alone, let them live their lives, to stop 
bothering them, and to stop putting them through a acandalous ordeal.” (Note; They 
were very angry at their mother, and especially, about the fact that she went on TV to talk 
about them and this case). They stated that “they were very happy and satisfied with 
their Uvea in Saudi Arabia”. They stated that they “did not feel that they were abducted 
by their father". They praised their father and the husband. They stated that their father 
raised them, and provided them with a husband, that they have a family and children, 
witli whom they are very happy. They were very firm in stating that “they do not want to 
rtjtam to the United States", and that- they "were not convinced about the American way 
of life in the United States." They expressed very fitmly that “they wanted their mother 
to leave them alone, and they wanted to live with their families in Saudi Arabia”. They 
expressed their attachment to their religion by defending Islam and mentioned that they 
have freedom of speech, freedom of expression and therefore, “they were tired of their 
mom going after them, and they wish she would leave them alone". 

Sincerely, 

Nina Behrens 
Arabic Interpreter 
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May 24, 1997 


TO: The Files 

FROM: Mazea Shahan - Special Consular Services 

SUBJECT: My Recolieclions of the Meeting between Pallida Roush and Her 
Daughters on 6/13/95 


On June 13, 1995, U.S. Consul Bridget Burkart, Vice Consul Myles Weber 
and I escort Khalid Al-Gheshayan, and his 2 daughters, Alia and Aisha, 
along with thdruiKde, Younis Al-Ghcshayan to the Inteicontinental Hotel from 
a place near Riyadh Stadium- The father rode in Younnis’ car with the girls. 
V^n we reached the hotel, Mr. Ali Al-Otabi. the deputy governor’s assistant, 
a representative from Attorney Hejailan’s office, and Glen Carey, the U.S. 
Consul in Riyadh were waiting for us at the Hotel. Patricia Roush was already 
waiting in the room by herself. She was nervous and worried, but also very 
happy at the prospect of gdting together with her daughters. 

Khalid was expecting to see Patricia in the lobby or in the cafeteria where wc 
sat down with him trying to convince him to allow his daughters to meet with 
their raoU^r in private in die room. Khalid got nervous and angry and 
objected to the idea that the girls meet the mother alone. His brother Youuis, 
Mr. Otaibi, Ms. Burkart and I tried very hard to persuade Khalid to make that 
happen. We assured him that the mother would not do anytliing other than 
seeing the girls and makmg sure that diey are O.K. Khalid decided to inspect 
the room where Patricia was. He stepped in and when he saw her he said "Hi, 
Patricia, How are you?" She said, "I am fine. How are you, Khalid?" He 
looked the room over and left. Then he sent his brother Younis to check the 
whole room again. He was looking for any exits or anybody waiting inside 
since the room was on the first floor. 

After an hour of aegotiations, he agreed to let the girls go and meet with the 
mother, provided t^t it would be a short meeting. It was obvious that he did 
not have confidence in anyone except his brother. He asked Younis to clieck 
on ns every nnw and then and that I should leave the meeting and report to 
them outside that things arc O.K. and that the mother is behaving in a way 
not contraiy to what we agreed on witli him. Each lime 1 went to see him, he 
asked me whether Patricia was telling the giris anything about the States; if 
she was behaving in an unacceptable way and whether she was telling the 
girls bad things about him. 1 kept saying assuring him diat non of tlmse things 
Was liappening and that she was only checking on die girls’ welfare. 

Everybody knew tiiat Patricia would ooi hesitate to ask sucii questions, but 
wc ignored that issue in order to have the visit with tlie girls take place. 
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Patricia saw her daughters for almost 2 hours. I was the only other person 
with tliem for interpretation. Oe^ite the father’s being obstinate and hard to 
deal withiat the time like always, we were successful somehow to keep him 
under control imiil the meeting was over.. The father made a big scene trying 
to prevent the meeting. It took us one hour to persuade him to allow the visit 
between Patricia and her daughters after we acplained that Patricia had come 
all the way from the IT.S, to see the girl.s and it was tlie govenior’s order to 
meet widi the girls tl^ way she preferred. Consul Burkart, Mr. Otaibi, Myles 
Weber, Younois Ghcshayaii and an attorney from Hcjailan’s office kept Khalid 
company while Patricia, I and tlie girts were m the room. Younis, as 
requested by Khalid, checked oh us and spoke with the girls to make sure 
that (hey were not being miareated and that the meeting was going as 
planned. 

During the meeting, Patricia told the ^cls not mention to their father about her 
offer to flam to go to the U.S, and how free the U.S. is, and that they could 
enjoy it there. She told them that (be father had brainwashed tliem by not 
letting them go and see her in the U.S and that they should forget that and 
once they sec the life in the U.S, rfjcy will change their minds about wanting to 
live in Saudi Arabia. 

Patricia’s meeting widi the daughters was very emotional on her part, but not 
that much on the daughters’ part. They did not seem to have missed the 
mother that much after 9 years of separation, which I understood because of 
the long separation and complete alienation from the mother. The father, 
seemed to have succeeded in raising die girls the way he w'anted, taking into 
consideration their age when they were kidnaj^ed. When they came into the 
imtel room, the girls were wearing abayas and were conftised about what was 
supposed to be done and how to behave. They looked at me and said in 
Arabic “Is she Patricia?" I .said yes, she is your mother. Patricia said "l am 
your mother. Can’t you remember me?" She rushed towards them and 
hugged diem and cried. That scene went on for several minutes until 
everybody sat down. Patricia started touchir^ their faces and describing 
every part of their faces. She told the eldest girl that her nose was like 
Khalid’s, but that it could be fixed in the U.S. She said that she was veiy 
happy to see them as big girls, that they had become women. 

Patricia started to try to revive old memories, but only the older daughter 
seemed to remember, not the younger one. She showed them old pictures 
when they were young and the picture of her daughter from a previous 
marriage and how she (Patricia’s other daughter) was happily married in the 
U.S. It was a very touching moment. I almost cried for Patricia. They were 
looking at me over her shoulders and wondering why she was doing so. Tliey 
did not realize her feelings. Tlic younger daughter hardly spoke during the 
meeting and the older daughter made it clear that she had no desire to go to 
tile States with Patricia. Patricia was trying to describe the U.S. and what a 
lieautiftil country it is ami that there is much more freedom than in Saudi 
Arabia. Despite everything Patricia said. 
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the girls were not exitlwsiastic about ihar*s motfier’s comments and refiised 
to respond. ITiey kept saying that they like it here and that their father- treats 
them well. Tlie older daughter did almost all of the talking, while Aisha, the 
younger giri, just listened. 

Patricia , them old pictures of when they were young and how 

attache</ .tiexn. There were photographs of the girls while playing 

and oth .< Patricia feeding few daughters... PaUicia kept stressing to 

the gir -uch she cared for them and what a dose and loving mother 

she wj - tried to revive their memories of their childhood. This was 
clcark * goal. My impression was Ih^ Patricia knew that it wmild be the 
only .ting she would have with her dau^iters. Therefore, she tried to use 
ever econd of it. Whenever she noticed that they were beginning to lose 
inter X or getting a«MM)ycd wUh what she was saying, she would immediately 
jump to another subject to keep them happy. Patricia wanted to iitelude 
everything in that one meeting after 9 years of absence. This was very difficult 
for her to do, I sympaduzed with her and understood her feelings, but it was 
too much for the girls. They were contused and at certain points, they did not 
loiow what to do or wteit to say. They starred at bodi of us when Patricia 
shifted ftom crying to laughter and quickly began showing them photos. 

During the conversation, Patricia asked them several tunes if they would be 
willing to come to the U,S. and join her. At first they gave no answer. Later in 
the meetktg, they said that their father would not let them do so. They would 
also pause and stare at the floor as if to think over Patricia’s invitation, but 
they never responded in a positive answer. She asked them if they loved her. 
They said yes, but I saw (hat they also had grins on their faces as if they were 
making fun of Patricia. I think that both girls saw the whole visit as a dream. 
They would cry when they saw Patrida crying, but my impression vrzs that 
they, did not take her seriously. Patricia’s reaction to the girls fluctuated 
between crying and touching their faces and having breaks and giving them 
time to thii^ about what she said. 

I was very touched by the way Patricia led the whole visit. But despite all of 
their mother’s efforts, the girls would not agree to certain things. They would 
think over some of the things their mother said and then look puzried. At one 
point when Patricia kept presurring the girls to say yes about coming to the 
U.S., the older daughter said in Arabic that "We do not want to go to the U,S. 
with you; we do not want to be prostitutes there. " She continued in Arabic 
(hat "We are Muslim and we do not warn to end up being girlfriends who have 
illegal relationships." She was saying dicsc things in Arabic which I did not 
interpret for Patricia because the ^ughter was using die word prostitute, 
referring to her mother living with a man who is not her husband. Someone 
apparently told them that tJieir mother was living with a man who was not her 
husband and that, according to Islam, this is prostitution. At one point, the 
older daughter directly called her uiotlier a prostitute aixl told me in Arabic 
that her mother is living illegally widi a roan who is not her husbatid. 
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Patricia had brought some clothes a»l £;o<^es for the girls which every now 
and tiien she intemipted the meetuig and showed them the jeans she brought 
or offered them sometfiing to drink or eat since the hotel people had filled the 
room’s refrigerator witli lots of saiacks arri drinks. 

ITie next day, Patricia discovered that the girls had told their father everything 
tliat went on at the meeting wUi Patricia. The next day Khalid and Yonnis 
called die Embassy and the Governor's office and complained bitterly about 
what the daughters told them abort their visie with Patricia. Because of this, 
there were no ftirthcr meetings between Patricia and the girls. 

Three days after the mectmg when Patricia realized that Khalid would not let 
lier sec the girls again, she asked to go to the Governor’s office and meet with 
the Governor or his deputy Sheik Bdchid. She insisted oa going to the 
Governor’s office and Myles Weber and I decided to accompany her, 
eventhough Patricia did not have an appointment. Neither the Govoror, nor 
Blehid agreed to see us after they heard Khalid’s vision of what took place 
during the meeting widi die girls. Wc ended up meeting with Bandar 
Al- Yousef, who is the Govemor’s protocol officer and translator. The only 
outcome of the meeting was that according to the Governor’s office, Patricia 
could go tiuough the sWia court. 

In a subsequent consular visit with Khalid Gheshayan and the younger 
daughter approximately 8 months later, Consul C^ueral Hermann and I heard 
the younger girl say very explicitly in Arabic that neither she, nor her sister 
werc interested in meeting with us again and did not want to sec us anymore. 
She stated that tliey are grown up now and are not in a position to see people 
from the U.S. Embassy anytime they (people from the Embassy) like. She 
said that the Embassy is imposing oa them and that our checking on their 
welfare is not ai^iealtng to them anymore. 


DOC 7382C 


I certify that on d fiv 

. (99^ , 

appeared before me oclmKK:^|^ 
to me that this lostriit&cs&t nas 
executed freely. 


R. Stephen Beecroft 


Vice Consul of the Unhed States 
of America 
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Okaz Arabic language daily, September 2, 2002, featured on 
back page, with photograph of Amjad Radwan 

Headlines read: 

— "Okaz Monitors Amjad's Scenario between Washington arid 
Riyadh" 

“"■"Wiilingly the American-Saudi Youth Remains in the 
Kingdom with hex* Husband." 

Sub-headlines read: 

— "She (Amjad) Refused to Return When Senator Burton Met 
Her in Riyadh on Saturday." 

— "The American Embassy Declined to Comment on Grounds of 
Privacy Act" 


Zuhair Mohammed Radwan, the uncle of the young Mrs. Amjad 
Radwan, who was born in Boston to a Saudi father and an 
American mother and who holds an American passport, 
explained that she has lives in Riyadh with her husband 
while her separated mother has worked with the American 
Embassy School in Riyadh for more than ten years. 

Amjad' s uncle, in a telephone conversation with Okaz 
yesterday from his residence in Washington, said that Amjad 
wants to remain in the Kingdom but her grandmother in the 
state of Texas raised confusion, organized a inarch 
demanding Amjad' s travel to live in the United States of 
America, and portrayed her as a detainee. 

He added chat the problem rests on differences of laws and 
regulations between the two countries. Her mother has 
triad mors than once to bring Amjad back with her, but; her 
father refused and Amjad refused and still refuses. 


He also confirmed that the Amjad' s mother has not filed a 
law suit demanding her daughter be allowed to accompany her 
to the United States. On the other hand, the American 
Etnbassy in Riyadh declined to connnent on that issue and the 
media advisor in the Embassy asserted that "law prevents 
the embassy from commenting on this subject because we are 
governed by the privacy act." 
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the embassy from coinmenting on this subject because we are- 
governed by the privacy act." 

Okaz learned from special sources that the member of 
Congress, Senator (sic) Dan Burton, met with Amjad Radwan 
day before yesterday in Riyadh where she confirmed her lack 
of interest in living in the United States, preferring to 
live in Riyadh with her husband. Sources added that JUnjad 
was married nearly a month ago to a Saudi youth, lives with 
him. now, and that her husband also spoke to the U.S. 

Senator (sic) and confirmed that he has no objection to his 
wife Amjad''s travel to the United States in the company of 
the Senator on the condition that he have guarantees that 
she can leave the United States at anytime she wants . 
Sources explained to Okaz that her mother thwarted her 
daughter's marriage three years ago when she hid her to 
prevent her from marrying a Saudi. The sources also noted 
that the maternal instinct of her mother is extremely 
strong which motivated her to remain in Riyadh for than ten 
years in order to convince her to travel with her to the 
United States - 

In the same story Kevin Binger, staff director of the House 
Government Reform Committee explained that the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia is ready to provide Amjad, who is 19-'years 
old, with an exit visa and to provide her with a passport, 
and that she is free to travel. But Binger noted that Amjad 
has not yet decided if she wants to leave the Kingdom or 
remain. 

Several U.S. media outlets treated this issue in a dramatic 
way recently in an attempt to weaken U.S. -Saudi relations 
and attempted to portray the decision of the Saudi girl as 
not reflecting her true position. But Saudi legal and 
administrative parties confirmed that the Kingdom respects 
the freedom of its citizens and sees no reason for ■ 
expelling her from her country. 

It is known that the case of Amjad is similar to thousands 
of cases in Europe created from Earopean-Arab marriages and 
have caused law suites where mothers have demanded the 
repatriation of minor children. The European and Arab 
authorities addressed these cases by finding agreeable 
solutions, which protected the rights of the children and 
their future regardless of political considerations 
attached to some cases. 
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Dangers of politicizing mixed marriages 

By Abdul Aziz Husain Al-Suwaiyyegh 


Opin 

Troops 


In an interview with the Associated Press in London. Aliya and Aysha, two Saudi 
girls, spoke to Dona Abu Al-Naser about the breakdown of their parents' 
marriage. Their father is Saudi while their mother is American. Dona explains 
that both girls were brought up in a conservative Saudi family and over the past 
1 7 years have seen their mother only once. She has battled fiercely to have the 
girls brought to the United States. Dona repeats a statement by the younger 
daughter. Aliya, 23; ”1 don’t want to go to the US or contact my mother," Aysha, 
who is 29. said; ”We want her to leave us alone and we will not rest until she is 
dead." From her home in San Francisco, Pat Roush, their mother, says; "My 
daughters love me and I love them." She accuses the Saudi government of 
forcing the giiis to reject her. 

1 myself have followed cases n which problems have arisen between American 
wives and Saudi husbands — problems leading to strained family life, toss of 
love and eventually to divorce. It is important to first clarify that this phenomenon 
is neither strange nor is it unique to Saudi husbands. These are problems that 
arise between husbands and wives ail over the world, in ’'normial" as well es in 
"mixed marriages" — where the partners are of different nationalities. 
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What is strange about "mixed marriages" is that social and marital problems are 
transformed into thorny political issues which could damage relations between 
two countries long linked by friendship and mutual interests. Even more 
ludicrous is that the Saudi government should be accused by certain individuals 
of forcing husbands and children to act in a way that is against their interests, 
What possible self-interest could motivate the Saudi government to take such a 
stand? The adoption by a government of a certain political stance is usually 
linked to a goal that serves the interest of that stale or government. Have those 
who spread these accusations asked themselves what interest would be served 
by denying a mother her daughters or a husband his wife? What interest does it 
serve for the Saudi government to forbid Roush's daughters from contacting her 
or going back to her? 


An 18-membef delegation from the US Congress visited Saudi Arabia last week. 
Congressman Dan Burton, chairman of the Committee on Government Reforrr 
in the US Congress, headed the delegation. Ir June, prior to his visit to the 
Kingdom, Burton ted a session in which he delivered a speech concerning US- 
Saudi relations — the major part of which dealt with what he termed "the case of 
weak people" or more specificaliy. the cases of marital problems between Saudi 
husbands and their American wives. In his speech. Burton accused the Saudi 
government of refusing to respect American law and said that Saudi laws 
regarding the rights of women and children were wrong. According to Burton, not 
only had the Saudi government refused assistance in solving such cases, it had 
also established what he called "safe houses” for Saudi husbands in a country' 
that regards women and chilcfe’en as private properly. 


The aim of this delegation’s visit was to verify the facts surrounding Roush's 


case and other similar cases. This is exactly what the Saudi government allov'^T 


http;/7www.arabne\vs.com;Anicle,asp?lD^18814&ArY=2()02&ArM=9&ArD=23 
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mem to ao aespite rts convicnon niai sucn cases are governea oy scciai 
relations and law rather than by foreign affairs. The Saudi Minister for Foreign 
Affairs. Prince Saud Al-Faisal, considers matters of marital discord between 
some Sauci husbands and their American wives as neither a Saudi-American 
problem nor a governmental problem. It is a family problem. In spite of that, the 
Saudi government did its utmost to urge the sisters, Aliya and Aysha, ;o discuss 
the case. Furthermore, it bore the expenses of their travel, with their husbands 
and children, to London in order to allow them total freedom to speak or indeed 
to travel from London to the US or even to seek reftjge in the US Embassy in 
London if they so wished. 

As reported by the .Associated Press, an American diplomat visited the sisters 
and confirmed that she found them in good health and that they had told her 
they did not wish to travel to the US at that time. Despite all ner efforts, including 
providing the sisters with American passports, the sisters refused her offer, h 
spite of the fact that the sisters are considered American by birth, they both 
confirmed that neither of them held an American passport. Aysha insists; "The 
US is not our country. Even if our mother is American, if we were to go there, we 
would not be happy. We would be lost." At the same time, the sisters speak with 
great love of their father and say that he constantly asks them whether they 
would like to speak with their rm>ther on the phone. Aysha confirms. "He did not 
forbid us from seeing our mother if we wish^." 

Who is it then that is subjecting them to torture and nightmares disregarding their 
wish? The sisters confirm that it is their mother who is doing it through her public 
campaign, Aysha says of her mother: "She has appeared or television and 
insulted us and our religion. This approach does not help us have any feelings 
for her.” 

When the Associated Press journalist askec them if they had any final words to 
say to their mother. Aliya said: ”We are proud to be Saudi w-omen. Our men treat 
us with respect and we live well. Just make her leave us alone. Many years have 
passed and we do not need her.” As for Aysha, her final words were: "If she truly 
loves us and wants us to be happy, then let her leave us to live in peace with our 
husbands in Saudi Arabia without any scandals in the newspapers or on 
television." 

The problem is that despite all this, Iheir mother, in an e-mail to the Associated 
Press, said that there was no guarantee her daughters hod spoken freely in 
London. She went on to say: "It pains me that the government of Saudi Arabia 
and their mentally retarded father and his family have tortured them and have 
now subjected them to this nightmare in London." She declared that she would 
not give up and would not stop working to get back "my Aliya and my Aysha". 

In the end, of course, marital disputes are human ones whose effects are not 
limited to the partners. They affect also the children, who are the fuel that keep 
the fire burning. Prince Saud clarified in his meeting with the delegation from the 
Congress that the subject of disputes in mixed marriages is considered "a 
human tragedy that should not be politicized." He confirmed that his country was 
not only concerned with, but was also committed to. dealing with these cases 
and that the Saudi government had created a special comm ttee to review each 
case in an attempt to find a solution acceptable to both sides. Prince Saud also 
asked that both countries work side by side to find practical solutions to these 
tragic cases. The solutions "should guarantee the rights of both parents and. 
more importantly, should safeguard the rights of the children who are the real 
Victims in such cases." 

In my opinion, the Saudi government has presented endless evidence of its 
good intentions and showed its commitment to finding a solution to the marital 
disputes the delegation investigated. The invitation extended to the delegation 


http:/Vw\v\v,arabne\vs.com/Articie.asp?ID=18814&ArY-2002&ArM^9&.ArD=23 
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and giving its members full freedom to meet with any of the childrer of American 
mothers and giving them the chance to speak without witnesses me'-ely confirms 
the extent of the Saudi efforts. Tbe government has no objective except to work 
for a solution that guarantees the rights of both sides and especially the rights of 
the children The attempts to use these cases as tools to harm the Saudi 
government and distort the image of the Saudi citizen is unacceptable. For every 
case of a failed marriage between Saudis and Americans, there are many more 
successful ones where the wives and families live peacefully together whether in 
Saudi Arabia or in the US. Marriage is a relationship between two people that 
may last so long as either person lives or it may end the very first day. I 
remember the story of a newly married couple who began their honeymoon with 
an argument during which their voices were raised and things ended in divorce. 
Upon grumbling to one of his friends about his bad luck, the friend commented: 
’’Marriage resembles a barrel filled half with honey and half with onions. It 
seems, my friend, that you have opened the barrel from the wrong end." 

— Abdul Aziz Husain Al-Suwaiyyegh is director of the Foreign Ministry 's office in 
the Western Province. 


B Email this article & Print this article 
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SAUm ARABIA: IN RAKTNEKSHIP WITH AMERICA IN KESOLVINC CHILD CUSTODY 
DISPUTES 


Saudi Arabia and the United States have a unique Sisrflsbip that spans nearly 70 years, and today both 
countries are working together to resolve child abdiKtion c^es involving American parents and 
American-bom children where there is a Saudi s^wise. 

Prince Saud AI-Faisal, die Minister of Foreign Affeirs of Saudi Arabia, recently called child abduction 
and child custody disputes “a human tragedy that shouW not be politicized.” The Foreign Minister 
urged the United States and Saudi Arabia to ‘Vork dosely togc^to find a practical and workable 
solution” that guarantees parwital rights while also safeguarding *1116 rights of die children, who are the 
real victims in these cases.” 

American media coverage of a handful of custody dilutes created misperceptions that Saudi Ar^dJia 
plays a major role in worldwide child abduction cases involving U.S. citizens, holds American citizens 
against their will and refuses at the State level to cooperate widi eflforts to ramite families. 


The facts demonstrate that these charges are not true. 

The truth is Saudi Arabia is not holding American citizens against their will. The truth is the 
Kingdom is working diligently with the U.S. government and with private dtizais to resolve its 
handfiil of child abduction cases, llie truth is Saudi Arabia is developing an interaational mechanism 
to safeguani children from futore abduction attempts. The truth is the number of cases involving Saudi 
Arabia is a miniscule fraction of the total number of child abduction cases involving American parents 
or children worldwide. 

In considering Saudi .Arabia’s effort to assist the United States in resolving child custody disputes or 
child abduction cases, it is important to understand several facts; 


FACT: There are currently about 1,100 cases worldwide of child abduction involving an 

Ameiicau parent and a parent from anotlicr country. Saudi Arabia has only Inactive 
cases among the 1,100. 

FACT: The two highest-profile cases involving Saudi Arabia - that of the Al*Ghed>ayan sisters 

and that of Anyad Radwan • have been r«olved. The Al-Uheshayan sister.-? have told 
the U.S. government and the American media tiiat they do not wi^ to live in the United 
States. Arajed Radwan has a valid passpoit and visa and may leave Saudi Arabia at any 
time but has chosen not to for the moment. ^Tulc il is painfully tragic for patents to 
hear their childrai make such a choice, the Saudi govwnmenl has fulfilled its 
obligations to pursue these cases and must now respect the rights of the parties 
involved. 

FACT : Saudi Arabia is aggressively pursuing resolutiwts to all outstanding cases. An mtemal 

Saudi taskforce has been formed to coordinate efibrts with tiieU.S. Department of 
State. Prince Saud Al-Faisal has also prqioscd die dcvclopmoit of a bilateral 
mechaiusra for dealing wife future cases. Such an iut^nationa: protocol could bridge 
the gap between differing legal systems, cultures and pec^iles, so that both governments 
cjm instrad focus on serving the best interests of the childrai involved. 


Septzmber 200i 
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Understanding the Scope of Internatioiial Parental/Child Abduction Cases 


The US, State Department estimates that, at any given time, there arc more than 1,100 cases 
worldwide of child abdxiction dispiUes involving Amaican parents or American bom cWldrcTi. The 
United Stat^ is also estimated to be houang 300 ftmgn diiJdren who were abducted from abroad by 
an American parent. 

The House Government Reform Committee website interprets State Department data to mean there are 
92 active child abduction ca^s in Saudi Arabia involvmg American parents or American-born 
children. While Saudi Arabia takes each ofthese cases seriously, the aggregate number cited by that 
Committee is incorrect Consultations with the State Deparbnent and members of the House 
Government Refoim Committee have resulted in narrowing the actual number of American child 
abduction cases in Saudi Arabia to 1 1 . 

While the State Department does not formally distribute ratemational abduction c^es statistics, in 
consultations with Saudi Arabia the following ftets have been revealed: 

• More than half of the child custody and abduction casK involving American parents or 
American-born children take place in neighbouring countries. 

• The second largest number of cases involves V/cstem European countries. 

• In the Mideast, most of the cases involve the countries other than Saudi Arabia. 

• Of the 11 child abduction cases, families in five cases have asked both governments to stay out 
of tihe dispute so that they can reach a private resolution. 

• Therefore, Saudi Arabia currently has Just six outstanding child abduction cases. 

• The Saudi Government is fully committed to resolving these six cases and stands ready to assist 
in any of the other five cases where families are currently seeking a solution amongst 
themselves. 


“We need a mechanism to help facilitate resolution of such cases., ..We look forward to working 
with the United States to establish a protocol is this area..,Tbe integrity of the famiiy fe yery 
unportaat to our culture. We want to do everything we can to ensure that children have the 
benefits of a relationship with both parents.^ 

Adel Al-Jubeir, Foreign Policy Advisor to Crown Prince Abdullah, September 6, 2002 


“During our mission to Saudi Arabia, the Foreign Minister pledged to work with our 
government to reach a bilateral agreement and I look forward to continue working with the 
Saudi government to ensure that no American will be held overseas against their will” 

Rep. Benjanun A. Gilman (R-NYX SeptembCT 9, 2002 
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September 17, 2002 


The Honorable Colin Powell 
Secretary of State 
The State Department 
Washington. DC 

Dear Secretary Powell: 

I am writing to propose to you the formation of a task force or ad hoc committee 
between our two governments to examine the possibility of reaching a bilateral protocol 
on the issue of child abduction. 

We believe that the bilateral protocol should seek to protect the interests of the children 
in question, and help bring families together. It should address the issue of visitation 
tights, and the responsibility of both governments to work withiii their respective legal 
systems to prevent the abduction of children. Or ideally, an international agreement 
could be fashioned that would address the broader interests of the children of broken 
marriages involving parents of more than one nationality. Such an agreement could also 
deal with custody rights by working to help bring together the families without resorting 
to differing legal systems. 

As you are aware, the issue of child abduction is a global one, and the cases involving 
the Kingdom represent less than one percKit of all cases involving an American parent 
and a parent from another country. There are also a number of cases where children 
were abducted out of Saudi Arabia and brought to the U.S. against the wishes of their 
Saudi parent, and the orders of Saudi courts. I am enclosing a list of four urgent oases 
from a number of cases that we will convey to you later. 

Mr. Secretary, we strongly believe that the time has come to create a practical 
mechanism for dealing with this issue between our two countries, and we are ready to 
begin exploring possibilities with your government. In this context, I would appreciate 
hearing from you about any ideas you might have on the most appropriate manner to 
begin this process. 

With best regards. 


Saud Al-Faisal 
Minister of Foreign Affairs 


Sincerely, 
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For Immediate Release 
September 3, 2002 


PRINCE SAUO MEETS WITH U.S. CONGRESSIONAL DELEGATION 


Prince Saud Al-Faisai, Minister of Foreign Aifeirs, met in Jeddah on Sunday with a 
U.S. Congressional delegation led by Rep. Dan Button of Indiana, Chairman of 
the House Government Reform and Oversight Committee, and including 
Congressman Benjamin Gilmari of New York, Chairman of the InternaHonal 
Relations Subcommittee on the Middle East; Congressman Bernard Sanders of 
Vermont; Congressman William Delahunt of Massachusetts; Congressman Mike 
Rogers of Michigan; and Congressman Brian Kerns of Indiana. The meeting was 
attended by U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia Robert Jordan. 

The meeting touched on a number of issues of vital interest to both countries, 
including the Middle East peace process, the Kingdom's position on Iran and Iraq, 
and child abduction and custody issues, which dominated the discussion. 

Prince Saud tailed child abduch'on and child custody issues "a human tragedy 
that should not be politicized." He assured the delegation that Saudi Arabia is 
fully committed to solving all outstanding child custody cases, stating that the 
Kingdom has set up a corrimittee to review each case on an expedited basis and 
to recommend ways of resolving them. 

The Foreign Minister called on Chairman Burton to work cioseiy with the Kingdom 
to create practical and workable solutions that would not only solve these tragic 
issues, but aiso prevent them from happening in the first place. "Both countries 
should woii< cioseiy together to find a practical and workable, solution, to these, 
tragic cases. These soiutlons must guarantee parental rights, and mors 
irnportantiy, safeguard the' rights of the children, who are the real victims in 
these cases", Prince Saud said. 

Prince Saud expressed his appreciation to Rep. Burton for his efforts In this 
respect, and indicated that ha would ftimish him with a list of cases involving 
Saudi children who were abducted to the U.S. by their American parents. 
Chairman Burton stated that he would look into these cases as well. 

The Foreign Minister informed the visiting delegation of the Kingdom's readiness 
to enter into biiaterai protocols with the U.S. that would establish a mechanism 
for dealing with these issues and help overcome the obstacle of differing legal 
jurisdictions and make it possible to resolve these cases in a pracdcal manner. At 
the same time, he reminded the delegation that there are about 1,100 cases of 
child abduction involving one American parent, and less than one percent of 
these involve Saudi parents. Most involve countries adjacent to the U.S. or in 
Europe. 

Prince Saud expressed the hope that more U.S. Co,ngresslonal delegations would 
visit the Kingdom to learn, first hand, about Saudi Arabia and Its people. 


-end - 
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SAUDI ARABIA CALLS FOR PROTOCOL TO ADDRESS 
CHILD CUSTODY ISSUES 


Calling cases of child abduction *a human tragedy," Saudi Foreign Minister Prince 
Saud Al-Falsal has called for a mechanism that can provide a practical and 
workable way to resolve these very difficult and delicate situations, saying: "The . 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia deplores the taking of a child without the consent of both 
parents." 

Last week, Prince Saud met with a U.S. Congressional delegation led by 
Representative Dan Burton. The meeting was productive and both parties agreed 
to come up with practical and workable solutions to these tragic cases involving 
custody of a child. In addition, the Saudi government has established a special 
committee to deal with such cases. 

While most are amicably resolved, there are instances where issues of jurisdiction 
make it difficult for governments to interfere. 

"We need a mechanism to help facilitate resolution of such cases," said Adel Al- 
Jiibeir, Foreign Policy Advisor to Crown Prince Abdullah. "We look forward to 

working with the United States to establish a protocol in this area The 

. integrity of the family is very important to our culture. We want to do everything 
we can to ensure that children have the benefits of a relationship with both 
parents." 

Worldwide, there are more than 1,100 cases of child custody/abduction disputes ' 
involving American parents or American-bom children. Most of these cases 
involve nationals of countries adjacent to the United States or in Europe. Less 
than one percent involve Saudi citizens. 


end - 



AMERICANS KIDNAPPED TO SAUDI ARABIA: 
IS THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBLE? 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 3, 2002 

House of Representatives, 
Committee on Government Reform, 

Washington, DC. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:30 a.m., in room 
2247, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Dan Burton (chairman 
of the committee) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Burton, Morelia, Shays, Horn, Ose, 
Duncan, Waxman, Maloney, Norton, Cummings, Kucinich, Clay, 
and Kerns. 

Staff present: Kevin Binger, staff director; Daniel R. Moll, deputy 
staff director; James C. Wilson, chief counsel; David A. Kass, dep- 
uty chief counsel; Pablo Carrillo and Jason Foster, counsels; Scott 
Feeney, Caroline Katzin, and Gil Macklin, professional staff mem- 
bers; Blain Rethmeier, communications director; Allyson Blandford, 
assistant to chief counsel; Robert A. Briggs, chief clerk; Robin But- 
ler, office manager; Joshua E. Gillespie, deputy chief clerk; Michael 
Layman, legislative assistant; Nicholis Mutton, deputy communica- 
tions director; Leneal Scott, computer systems manager; Corinne 
Zaccagnini, systems administrator; T.J. Lightle, systems adminis- 
trative assistant; Sarah Despres, minority counsel; Ellen Rayner, 
minority chief clerk; and Jean Gosa and Earley Green, minority as- 
sistant clerk. 

Mr. Burton. First of all, I want to ask you to excuse me for not 
wearing my coat, but I am dying from the heat from running back 
and forth to the House Chamber. And I have asked them to turn 
the air down a little bit, so if anybody gets too cold raise your hand. 
I am dying. 

A quorum being present, the Committee on Government Reform 
will come to order, and I assume that others Members will be here. 
One of the things that we are going to have to do if I don’t have 
another Member or two here, we are going to have votes on the 
war resolution on the Committee on Foreign Affairs and I will 
probably have to excuse myself to run and cast a few votes on that. 
So we will just be prepared for it. 

This is day 2 of our hearing on Saudi Arabian child abduction 
cases. Yesterday’s hearing was one of the toughest, most emotional 
hearings that I have ever had to sit through. It was almost unbear- 
able to sit here and listen to four parents whose children were 
snatched away from them. It was heart wrenching to hear how 
much these parents love their kids and how they have been kept 
from seeing them for years. 


( 709 ) 
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When I think about the fact that in many cases these Saudi men 
violated U.S. court orders when they took these children from their 
mothers, I get angry. And when I think about the fact that the 
Saudi Government was complicit in some of these kidnappings, I 
get even angrier. 

The story of Joanna Stephenson Tonetti is a good example. She 
and her Saudi husband were divorced in 1997. She got sole custody 
of their three children. Two years ago her husband asked for an 
unsupervised visit. The judge agreed, but only if the husband 
promised not to leave the country with the kids. He promised. The 
judge sent a copy of the custody orders to the Saudi embassy to 
make sure that they wouldn’t issue passports or visas to the chil- 
dren if the husband did not keep his promise. Well, as soon as he 
got the kids he took them straight to the embassy, and the em- 
bassy gave him passports and visas and off they went to Saudi 
Arabia. Until 2 months ago, Joanna hadn’t been able to speak to 
her children in 2 years. The Saudi Government was complicit in 
that kidnapping. An arrest warrant has been issued for that man 
and the Saudi Government is protecting him. And yesterday, she 
was asked by Senator Bayh if she wanted to come over and she did 
come over there yesterday. She asked me to go with her, and the 
Saudi Government representative that was there said that he 
would not meet with her if I was in the meeting. That is not a good 
sign. 

On September 12, Prince Bandar wrote a letter to the editor of 
the Wall Street Journal. The very first paragraph, here’s what he 
said, “some have charged that Saudi Arabia is holding Americans 
against their will. This is absolutely not true.” 

After yesterday’s hearing we know that his statement is false. He 
lied. And after being in Saudi Arabia with five of my colleagues, 
both Republicans and Democrats as well as Independents, we all 
know that’s not true, because we talked to women who are being 
held against their will and their children as well. 

We asked Debra Docekal, her son. Ramie, Ramie was one of the 
fortunate few. He got out. For 14 years he was separated from his 
mother in a country where he didn’t want to live. Two months ago 
he was finally allowed to leave. But the sad part is he had to leave 
his 15-year-old sister behind. Yesterday he told us in no uncertain 
terms that she wants to return to the United States. 

We heard from Sam Seramur’s daughter, Maha. She saw the 
amazing — we saw the amazing videotape of her escape in Malaysia. 
Maha testified about the terrible situation that American kids en- 
dure in Saudi Arabia and once again I want to play a short seg- 
ment of that, of her testimony. 

[Videotape played.] 

Mr. Burton. When we were in Saudi Arabia in August we saw 
with our own eyes that Americans there were living in fear. We 
met with women who were desperate to get out, but they were ter- 
rified of being beaten or killed by their husbands if they said any- 
thing or if their husbands found out that they met with us. So 
when Prince Bandar said there are no Americans being held 
against their will in Saudi Arabia, we know that he lied. We heard 
firsthand testimony yesterday from six families, and that is just a 
fraction of the cases. 
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As I said yesterday, when I first got involved in the issue, all I 
wanted to do was help a few mothers he reunited with their kid- 
napped kids. I hoped that the Saudi Government would work with 
us. That hasn’t happened. In public they say and do all the right 
things, but behind the scenes they’ve done everything they could to 
undermine our efforts. When I was meeting with the Foreign Min- 
ister, Prince Sand, in Saudi Arabia, I asked if my staff could sit 
down with his staff and talk about the details of the cases. He said 
no, and I couldn’t believe it. He said it should be done on a diplo- 
matic basis. He didn’t want our lawyers talking to theirs. I don’t 
know what he was hiding. 

They concocted a story that I tried to bribe Amjad Radwan with 
$1 million if she’d come back to the United States, which is just 
nonsense. But they said she was free to go at any time she wanted. 
But when I met with her, I could see there were tears in her eyes. 
I couldn’t see the rest of her because she was wearing one of those 
abayas and her hands were trembling and she was afraid. I think 
she was terrified. 

We’ve been hearing for weeks that the Saudis have a list of 
Saudi children who have been kidnapped to the United States. 
That would be a pretty effective PR device if it was true. Yesterday 
we finally got a copy of the list, and it’s just nonsense. There were 
four names on the list. One was not any kind of a kidnapping sus- 
pect. The first name on the list was Dria Davis who’s testified that 
she got out because she wanted to get out and she had — they had 
to figure out a way to smuggle her out. She was held against her 
will in Saudi Arabia for years before she escaped. She’s an Amer- 
ican citizen. She testified in June. She said she’d rather die than 
go back to Saudi Arabia, and I’d like for you to listen to her tape. 
This is one of the people they said we kidnapped. 

[Videotape played.] 

Mr. Burton. Now, the Saudis say that woman was kidnapped 
and brought to America. Her grandmother had to sell her house to 
get $200,000 so that they could help rescue her from that place. 
But the Saudis are telling the world that’s a kidnapping. We are 
not the only ones. Two of President Clinton’s top anti-terrorism 
aides — once again we are getting disinformation from the Saudi 
Government and we are not the only ones. Two of President Clin- 
ton’s top anti-terrorism aides just wrote a book. They said that 
Prince Bandar, who’s lied to the media and to this committee 
through the media, they said that Prince Bandar, the Saudi Am- 
bassador to the United States, repeatedly lied to the Director of 
FBI about the Khobar Tower bombing. This isn’t the Republican 
administration. This is the previous administration. And their Am- 
bassador to the United States lied to the FBI in this country about 
that bombing. Nineteen American servicemen died in the terrorist 
attack and the Saudi Ambassador misled us. Now, with these kid- 
napping cases we have been given misinformation again and that’s 
not acceptable. 

We invited the Saudi embassy spokesman Adel al-Jubeir to come 
and testify today. Yesterday we heard from five mothers and one 
father. Today we wanted to give the Saudis a chance to give us 
their side of the story. In fact, when al-Jubeir spoke to 60 Minutes, 
he complained that we had not invited him to our first hearing. 
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But he refused to testify. So we subpoenaed their top lobbyist, Mi- 
chael Petruzzello. He’s been called the leader of the Saudi efforts 
to deal with our committee. Mr. Petruzzello is the head of Qorvis 
Communications. His firm is paid more than $200,000 a month to 
represent the Saudis. 

One point — let’s see. How much is that? $200,000 a month. 
That’s $1.4 million a year. We have a lot of questions for Mr. 
Petruzzello. I’d like to know if he agrees with Prince Bandar’s 
statements that no Americans are being held against their will in 
Saudi Arabia. And I’d like to know what their position is on each 
of the cases that we’ve heard about today. And I would like to 
know why the Saudi Government is harboring men who have ab- 
ducted their children when arrest warrants have been issued here 
in the United States. They violated U.S. court orders. I’d like to 
know why Pat Roush’s daughters were sent to London to meet with 
strangers instead of to California to meet with their mother. I’d 
like to know if he believes in his heart that a Saudi woman can 
really say what she thinks if her father or husband disagrees. 

I think these are fair questions, and I think these families that 
are here today deserve answers. We’re also going to hear from two 
State Department officials. For a long time the State Department 
didn’t want to deal with that issue. However, I think that’s starting 
to change. 

Twelve years ago when Monica Stowers gathered up her children 
and took them to the U.S. Embassy, they were ordered out and re- 
moved by Marine guards. She was arrested. Her 12-year-old daugh- 
ter — her daughter was 12 at the time, right? A little before that. 
Was she the one that was married off? She was married off at age 
12 as a reprisal, I guess, against the kids going to the embassy and 
the mother was arrested. 

This year when Sam Seramur got her daughter in Malaysia and 
took her to the U.S. Embassy, they helped her in Kuala Lumpur. 
They took them in and got them home to the United States and 
I want to — and she said that our Ambassador in Kuala Lumpur 
was extremely helpful and our Ambassador deserves credit for that, 
and I also want to thank Colin Powell, our Secretary of State for 
helping get that lady back to the United States. When we were in 
Riyadh, Ambassador Jordan pledged that never again would a citi- 
zen of the United States who needed help be turned away, and I 
applaud that. When I met with Secretary of State Powell in Sep- 
tember, he told me they’re going to work very hard to keep this 
issue on the front burner. I think that’s very positive. 

So I’d like to hear from our witnesses today what’s going to be 
done by the State Department as we move forward to help get 
these cases resolved. And finally I’ve invited one of our former U.S. 
Ambassadors to Saudi Arabia, Ray Mabus. It seems like Ambas- 
sador Mabus was one of the few State Department officials who 
really pushed the Saudis to return kidnapped children. When Pat 
Roush’s ex-husband refused to return their daughters. Ambassador 
Mabus stopped approving visas for his extended family. That 
caused a lot of problems for that family and it almost worked. Un- 
fortunately, when Ambassador Mabus left, his successor, Wyche 
Fowler, discontinued that policy. Now his successor has been on TV 
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supporting the Saudis. I can only wonder if he has been funded by 
the Saudi Government. 

It’s been reported in the press that some of our former Ambas- 
sadors to Riyadh have gone to work for the Saudis and make a lot 
of money. Listen to this quote that was attributed to Prince Bandar 
in the Washington Post. “If the reputation builds that the Saudis 
take care of friends when they leave office you would be surprised 
how much better friends you have who are just coming into office.” 
And I think that’s the real problem. Ambassadors are supposed to 
be working for the American people, not foreign interests. I think 
this area needs a lot more scrutiny. 

I want to thank Ambassador Mabus for being here today. I think 
he deserves our thanks for his efforts while he was in Riyadh, and 
I will be interested in hearing what he thinks we can do from here 
on out to resolve these cases. 

And with that I yield to my colleague, Mr. Waxman. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Dan Burton follows:] 
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Opening Statement 
Chairman Dan Burton 
Committee on Government Reform 
“Americans Kidnapped to Saudi Arabia: 
Is the Saudi Government Responsible?” 
Day Two 
October 3, 2002 


Good Morning. 

This is day two of our hearing on Saudi Arabia and child abduction cases. Yesterday’s 
hearing was one of the toughest, most emotional hearings I’ve ever had to sit through. It was 
almost unbearable to sit here and listen to four parents whose children were snatched away from 
them. It was heart-wrenching to hear how much these parents love their kids, and how they’ve 
been kept from seeing them for years. 

When I think about the fact that, in many cases, these Saudi men violated court orders 
when they took these children from their mothers, I get angry. And when I think about the fact 
that the Saudi government was complicit in some of these kidnappings, I get even angrier. 

The story of Joanna Stephenson Tonetti is a good example. She and her Saudi husband 
were divorced in 1 997. She got sole custody of their three children. Two years ago, her husband 
asked for an unsupervised visit. The judge agreed, but only if the husband promised not to leave 
the country with the kids. He promised. The judge sent a copy of the custody order to the Saudi 
Embassy to make sure that they wouldn’t issue passports or visas to the children if the husband 
didn’t keep his promise. Well, as soon as he got those kids, he took them straight to the 
Embassy. The Embassy gave him passports and visas, and off they went to Saudi Arabia. 

Until two months ago, Joanna hadn’t been able to speak to her children in two years. 

The Saudi government was complicit in that kidnapping. An arrest warrant has been issued for 
that man, and the Saudi government is protecting him. 

On September 12, Prince Bandar wrote a letter to the editor to the Wall Street Journal. In 
the very first paragraph, he says: 

"Some have charged that Saudi Arabia is holding Americans against their will. 

This is absolutely not true. " 

After yesterday’s hearing, we know that’s not true. 


- 1 - 
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We asked Debra Docekal’s son Ramie. Ramie was one of the fortunate few. He got out. 
For fourteen years, he was separated from his mother in a country where he didn’t want to live. 
Two months ago, he was finally allowed to leave. But the sad part is that he had to leave his 1 5- 
ycar-old sister behind. Yesterday, he told us in no uncertain terms that she w'ants to return to the 
United States. 

We heard from Sam Seramur’s daughter, Maha. We saw the amazing videotape of her 
escape ill Malaysia. Maha testified about the ttarible situation that American kids endure in 
Saudi .Aubia. I want to play a short segment of her testimony. 

(Play Tape) 

When we were in Saudi Arabia in August, we saw with our own eyes that Americans 
there are living in fear. We met with women who were desperate to get out. But they were 
terrified of being beaten or killed by their husbands if they said anything. 


So when Prince Bandar said there are no Americans being held against their will in Saudi 
Arabia, we know it’s not true. We heard firsl-hand testimony yesterday from six families, and 
lhaf s just a fraction of the cases. 

As I said yesterday, when I fust got involved in this issue, all I wanted to do was help a 
few mothers be reunited with their kidnapped children. I hoped that the Saudi government would 
work with us. That hasn’t happened. In public, they say and do all the right things, but behind 
the scenes, they’ve done everything they could to undermine our efforts. 

When I was meeting with the Foreign Minister, Prince Saud, in Saudia Arabia, I asked if 
my staff could sit down with his staff and talk about the details of these cases. He said no. I 
couldn’t believe it. "What was he hiding? 

They concocted a story that I tried to bribe Amjad Radwan with $1 million if she’d come 
back to the United States - which was obviously nonsense. They said she was free to go any 
time she wanted. But when I met with her, I could see the tears in her eyes and her trembling 
hands. She was afraid - terrified. 

We’ve been hearing for weeks that the Saudis have a list of Saudi Children who have 
been kidnapped to the United States. That would be a pretty effective PR derdee, if it wiere true. 
Yesterday, we finally got a copy of the list, and it’s just nonsense. The first name on the list is 
Dria Davis. 

Dria Davis was held against her will in Saudi Arabia for years before she escaped. She’s 
an American citizen. She testified here in June. She said she’d rather die than go back to Saudi 
Arabia. Listen to the tape: 
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(P'ay tape.) 

So once again, we’re getting disinformation from the Saudi government. 

We’re not the only ones. Two of President Clinton’s top anti-terrorism aides just wrote a 
book. They said that Prince Bandar, the Saudi Ambassador to the United States, repeatedly lied 
to the Director of the FBI about the Khobar Tower bombing. 19 American servicemen died in 
that tenorist attack, and the Saudi Ambassador misled ns. Now, with these kidnapping cases, 
wc’se being given misinformation again. That’s not acceptable. 

We invited the Saudi Embassy’s spokesman, Adel al-Jubeir, to come testify today. 
Yesterday, we heard from five mothers and one fafner. Today, we wanted to give the Saudis a 
chance to give us the other side of the story. In fact, when Al-Jubeir spoke to Sixty Minutes, he 
complained that we had not invited him to our first hearing. But he refused to testify. So we 
.subpoenaed their top lobbyist - Michael Petruzzello. He has been called the leader of the 
Saudis’ efforts to deal with our Committee. 

Mr. Petruzzello is the head of Qorvis Communications. His fimi is paid more than 
S200,000 a month to represent the Saudis. We have a lot of questions for Mr. Petruzzello: 

• I’d like to know if he agrees with Prince Bandar’s statement that no Americans are being 
held against their will in Saudi Arabia, 

• Td like to know' what their position is on each of the cases we heard about yesterday. 

• I’d like to know why the Saudi government is harboring men w'ho’ve abducted their 
children when arrest warrants have been issued. 

• I’d like to know why Pat Roush’s daugliters were sent to London to meet with strangers 
instead of to California to meet with their mother. 

• I’d like to know if he believes in his heart that a Saudi woman can really say what she 
thinks if her father or husband disagrees. 

I think those are fair questions, and I think these families deserve answers. 

We’re also going to hear from two State Department officials. For a long time, the State 
Department didn’t want to deal with this issue. However, 1 think that’s starting to change. 

Twelve years ago, when Monica Stowers gathered up her children and took them to the 
U.S, Embassy, they were ordered out and removed by the Marine guards. This year, when Sam 
Seramur got her daughter in Malaysia and took her to the U.S. Embassy, they helped her. They 
took them in and got them home to the U.S. 


- 3 - 
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Mrs. Scramiir said that our Ambassador in Kuala Lumpur was extremely helpful, and she 
dcsen es credit for that. 

When w'e were in Riyadh, .Ambassador Jordan pledged that never again w'ould a U.S. 
citizen who needed help be turned away. I applaud that. When 1 met with Secretary of State 
Powell in September, he told me they’re going to ■n'ork very hard to keep this issue on the front 
burner. 1 think that’s very positive. So I’d like to hear from our witnesses today what’s going to 
be done by the State Department as we move forward to help get these cases resolved. 

Finally, I’ve invited one of our former U.S. ambassadors to Saudi Arabia, Ray Mabus. It 
seems like Atnbassador Mabus was one of the few State Department officials who really pushed 
the Saudis to return kidnapped children. When Pat Roush’s ex-husband refused to return her 
daughters. Ambassador Mabus stopped approving visas for his extended family. That caused a 
lot of problems for that family, and it almost worked. Unfortunately, when Ambassador Mabus 
left, his successor, Wyche Fowler, discontinued that policy. Now his successor has been on TV 
supporting the Saudis. I can only wonder if he’s funded by the Saudi government. 

It’s been reported in the press that some of our former ambassadors to Riyadh have gone 
on to work for the Saudis and make a lot of money. Listen to this quote that was attributed to 
Prince Bandar in the Washington Post: 

"If tJie. reputation ... builds that the Saudis take care of friends when they leave 

office, you 'd he surprised how much better friends you have who are just coming 

into office. ” 

I think that’s a real problem. Ambassadors are supposed to be working for the American 
people, not foreign interests. 1 think this area needs a lot more scnitiny. 

I want to thank Ambassador Mabus for being here today. I think he deserves our thanks 
for his efforts while he was in Riyadh, I’ll be interested in hearing what he thinks we can do 
from here on out to resolve these cases. 

That concludes my opening statement. 


- 4 - 



718 


Mr. Waxman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. These are valuable 
hearings that you are holding that remind us that there are fun- 
damental differences between democratic governments like ours 
and Saudi Arabia. The United States is a pluralistic democracy 
where religious freedoms are not only tolerated, they are encour- 
aged. American laws do not differentiate between genders, reli- 
gions, races or ethnicities. People in the United States enjoy free- 
dom of speech and the right to travel. These are not just American 
values. They are basic human rights espoused by many countries 
around the world. 

Saudi Arabia, on the other hand, is a theocracy. There is no pub- 
lic participation in government. Religious freedom is prohibited, 
and there is no freedom of speech or assembly. Men and women are 
treated very differently by Saudi law. Women do not have the same 
educational opportunities as men. They cannot be admitted to a 
hospital without the permission of their nearest male relative. 
Women cannot drive and they cannot associate freely with men in 
public. Women cannot travel without permission from their fathers 
or their husbands. 

These hearings have focused in particular on an aspect of Saudi 
Arabia that directly affects American parents: How Americans who 
divorce their Saudi spouses can essentially be denied the right to 
be a part of their children’s lives. The committee has heard compel- 
ling testimony from women who have not had contact with their 
children in years because the Saudi fathers would not grant them 
permission to come to Saudi Arabia. We have also heard testimony 
from women who were forced to take extreme measures, such as 
orchestrating a rescue or living under discriminatory conditions in 
Saudi Arabia, to have any contact with their children. And we have 
even heard from a man, Michael Rives, who was denied contact 
with his children after his ex-wife kidnapped their children to 
Saudi Arabia. 

One key question that I hope we will be able to explore today is 
to what extent is the Saudi Government complicit in keeping these 
families apart. There appears to be significant evidence of Saudi 
Government involvement. For example, the committee heard yes- 
terday from two witnesses who, fearing that their husbands would 
violate American court orders giving them custody of their chil- 
dren, made the Saudi Government aware that their children were 
not to be taken out of the country. Nonetheless, in both of these 
cases the Saudi Government allowed these men and their children 
to travel to Saudi Arabia in violation of American law. 

I recognize that Michael Petruzzello, who has been subpoenaed 
here today, is not an official in the Saudi Government, but he has 
been hired as a public relations specialist by the Saudis to present 
their case to the American public. I hope he will be able to answer 
some of these questions. 

We have also heard complaints about the role our own govern- 
ment has played in these cases. I am glad that we will have wit- 
nesses from the State Department here today so that we will be 
able to inquire whether the U.S. Government has done everything 
that it could. 

In closing, let me thank the chairman for holding this hearing 
and tell the witnesses that I look forward to their testimony. Even 
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though other business will require me to be out of the hearing 
room, I will have a chance to review their testimony and the 
record, which we will be able to share with all of our colleagues. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Waxman. The gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. OSE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate the opportunity 
to visit and attend this hearing today. This is a followup to a June 
12 hearing. My particular interest, and for which I am grateful for 
you calling this, is we asked a number of questions at the June 12 
hearing of State Department and we have had some written an- 
swers. In the time that you are going to allot to me we’re going to 
go through those responses one by one and clarify them. I’m look- 
ing forward to that exchange. I am particularly interested in the 
list of child custody and U.S. citizen departure cases that is ap- 
pended to the responses from the State Department. I’m just giving 
the State Department’s person just a heads up. We’re going 
through this one by one. 

So I thank you for doing this. 

Mr. Burton. OK, Mr. Ose. 

Mr. Horn. 

Mr. Horn. Mr. Chairman, I’m delighted that you took a sort of 
very important step with this, because this happens all over the 
world. But it happens and it shouldn’t happen, and the Saudis 
should know what the outside world thinks, and I’m sure that 
women in Saudi Arabia are not too pleased with that policy, and 
so are we. 

So thank you. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Horn. Would the witnesses please 
rise so we can have you sworn? 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

Mr. Burton. I have been told that the witnesses we had before 
us yesterday don’t have an opening statement, so Mr. Petruzzello, 
we will let you go ahead and start. 

STATEMENTS OF MICHAEL PETRUZZELLO, MANAGING PART- 
NER, QORVIS COMMUNICATIONS, PUBLIC RELATIONS FIRM 
FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF SAUDI ARABIA; MICHAEL RIVES, 
FATHER OF LILLY AND SAMI RIVES; MAUREEN DABBAGH, 
MOTHER OF NADIA DABBAGH; MARGARET McCLAIN, MOTH- 
ER OF HEIDI AL-OMARY; AND JOANNA STEPHENSON 
TONETTI, MOTHER OF ROSEMARY, SARAH, AND ABDULAZIZ 
AL-ARIFI 

Mr. Petruzzello. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, members of the 
committee. My name is Michael Petruzzello. I am the Managing 
Partner of Qorvis Communications, an outside communications 
firm for the Saudi Embassy in Washington. I’m here today in re- 
sponse to the committee subpoena. 

Let me take a moment to explain the role of Qorvis Communica- 
tions. We were hired late last year to assist the Saudi Embassy on 
media and communications matters in the United States. The vast 
majority of our communications work is related to bilateral U.S.- 
Saudi relations and the war on terrorism. We do not set policy or 
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implement policy. We are a facilitator for media and public rela- 
tions. 

On the issue before the committee today we have helped the em- 
bassy prepare materials and respond to information requests such 
as requests for interviews of embassy officials. 

As I indicated, I am here in response to the committee’s sub- 
poena. I am not here as a representative of the embassy or to 
speak on its behalf in connection with the matter before the com- 
mittee. Within that framework I will answer any questions the 
committee may have. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Petruzzello follows:] 
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TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL PETRUZZELLO 
BEFORE THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON 
GOVERNMENT REFORM 

OCTOBER 3, 2002 

MR. CHAIRMAN, REPRESENTATIVE WAXMAN, MEMBERS OF 
THE COMMITTEE. MY NAME IS MICHAEL PETRUZZELLO. I AM 
THE MANAGING PARTNER OF QORVIS COMMUNICATIONS, AN 
OUTSIDE COMMUNICATIONS FIRM FOR THE SAUDI EMBASSY IN 
WASHINGTON. I AM HERE TODAY IN RESPONSE TO THE 
COMMITTEE’S SUBPOENA. 

LET ME TAKE A MOMENT TO EXPLAIN THE ROLE OF QORVIS 
COMMUNICATIONS. WE WERE HIRED LATE LAST YEAR TO ASSIST 
THE SAUDI EMBASSY ON MEDIA AND COMMUNICATIONS 
MATTERS IN THE UNITED STATES. THE VAST MAJORITY OF OUR 
COMMUNICATIONS WORK IS RELATED TO THE WAR ON 
TERRORISM AND BI-LATERAL US-SAUDI RELATIONS. WE DO NOT 
SET POLICY OR IMPLEMENT POLICY. WE ARE A FACILITATOR 
FOR MEDIA AND PUBLIC RELATIONS. 

ON THE ISSUE BEFORE THE COMMITTEE TODAY, WE HAVE 


HELPED THE EMBASSY PREPARE MATERIALS AND RESPOND TO 
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INFORMATION REQUESTS, SUCH AS REQUESTS FOR INTERVIEWS 
OF EMBASSY OFFICIALS. 

AS I INDICATED, I AM HERE IN RESPONSE TO THE 
COMMITTEE’S SUBPOENA. I AM NOT HERE AS A 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE EMBASSY OR TO SPEAK ON ITS BEHALF 
IN CONNECTION WITH THE MATTER BEFORE THE COMMITTEE. 
WITHIN THAT FRAMEWORK, 1 WILL ANSWER ANY QUESTIONS 
THE COMMITTEE MAY HAVE. 


2 
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Mr. Burton. Thank you. Mr. Cummings, did you have an open- 
ing statement? 

Let me start off by saying that the reason we asked you to be 
here and issued a subpoena was because on television on 60 Min- 
utes one of the representatives of the Saudi Government speaking 
for, I presume, the embassy and Prince Bandar stated that they 
weren’t invited to testify before this committee. We corrected that 
by inviting them and they chose not to come because I don’t think 
they really wanted to be asked questions about these things. So we 
felt like you as their representative would probably be the only one 
that we could get here. Did you — Mr. Petruzzello. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Petruzzello. 

Mr. Burton. Petruzzello. Mr. Petruzzello, did you or your firm 
help draft Prince Bandar’s letter to the Wall Street Journal, the 
letter that said, “Some have charged that Saudia Arabia is holding 
Americans against their will, and this is absolutely not true”? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, I believe we provided some 
early drafts and talking points for that letter. 

Mr. Burton. So you did help draft that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burton. Do you really believe that statement? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, it is the position and state- 
ment of the Government of Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Burton. But you helped draft it? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burton. And if you drafted it, it says, “Some have charged 
that Saudi Arabia is holding Americans against their will. This is 
absolutely not true.” Since you helped draft it, don’t you think that 
you ought to know whether or not that’s true? Do you think they 
are not holding Americans against their will over there? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, that is the position that Saudi 
Arabia has publicly stated. I really don’t have anything more to 
add to that. 

Mr. Burton. Do you believe that they’re not holding people 
against their will over there? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, these are very complex legal 
matters and matters of international law, which I really don’t have 
a full grasp of, so I really can’t comment any further on that. 

Mr. Burton. You saw the testimony of some of these young la- 
dies over here who have escaped from Saudi Arabia. Do you think 
they lied? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t have any reason to believe they lied. 
No, sir. 

Mr. Burton. And you get $200,000 a month from the Saudi Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s correct. 

Mr. Burton. Did you watch any of yesterday’s hearing? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. Burton. Did you get a briefing about our hearing? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. Burton. How can you really speak honestly about this issue 
if you didn’t pay any attention to what we talked about yesterday? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Burton. You knew you were going to testify today, didn’t 
you? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, I am not a spokesperson for 
the Saudi Government. But I’m here to respond to any questions 
of me you have. 

Mr. Burton. You’re not a spokesman for the government and yet 
you helped draft this letter that said some have charged that Saudi 
Arabia is holding Americans against their will and it’s not true. It’s 
absolutely not true. You helped draft that letter. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I helped draft it, yes. 

Mr. Burton. Do you think these people here who have their kids 
in Saudi Arabia that have been kidnapped by their fathers and in 
violation of court orders, do you think that they should have their 
children returned to them? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, you know, I believe the King 
of Saudi Arabia has stated publicly a desire to work constructively 
with the U.S. Government to help resolve these cases and I do 
not — I do not have information on any of the individual cases nor 
do I understand the legal ins and outs of them. But I do, you know, 
I can only state what the government has said publicly. 

Mr. Burton. Well, you have children, don’t you? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I have a son. 

Mr. Burton. How old is your boy? 

Mr. Petruzzello. He’s 6 years old. 

Mr. Burton. Do you think an American child, that American 
citizens who have been kidnapped from the United States and 
taken to Saudi Arabia enjoy the same rights that your kids do? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I’m sorry, I didn’t understand the question. 

Mr. Burton. Do you think the kids who have been kidnapped 
from the United States, children of these people who have been 
kidnapped from the United States and taken to Saudi Arabia, do 
you think those children enjoy the same human rights that your 
boy does? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, it’s my understanding that the 
laws and customs of Saudi Arabia are different than our own. 

Mr. Burton. I’m not sure I understand what you mean by that. 
Their customs are different than our own. Tying a boy up and beat- 
ing him, does that sound like something that’s just a different cus- 
tom? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, I would say tying up a boy and 
beating him would be wrong in any country. 

Mr. Burton. Well, you ought to check out that place over there. 
I was in a — for your information, I was in a meeting with a woman 
who didn’t have her head completely covered with her abaya and 
the religious police came in and threatened to arrest those of us in 
that meeting just because her head wasn’t covered. If a woman has 
her ankles uncovered, they beat her ankles with a whip, and if 
they don’t obey the law, they put the Koran under the arm and 
they can beat you up to 40 times with a whip and in some cases 
they can whip you up to 8,000 times. Of course they don’t do that 
all at once. They spread it out over a few weeks. You can choose 
to do that. 

Does that sound like human rights? 
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Let me just say this to the mothers that are here. Do you think 
the children who have heen taken from you have the same rights 
that Mr. Petruzzello’s son has? How about you, Ms. Tonetti? 

Ms. Tonetti. No, they don’t. No, my children have no rights. 

Mr. Burton. How about you, Ms. McClain? 

Ms. McClain. My daughter does not have any human rights or 
any constitutional rights in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Burton. And she’s a citizen of the United States? 

Ms. McClain. Yes, sir, she is. 

Mr. Burton. How about you, Mr. Rives? 

Mr. Rives. No, sir, not my daughter, and if he looks at a picture 
of my son 

Mr. Burton. Can you turn the mic on? We can’t hear you, sir. 

Mr. Rives. Certainly my daughter does not have any rights to 
freedom as we as Americans have. And if he, Mr. Petruzzello, could 
look over there at my blonde headed boy over there and if you don’t 
think he is going to be discriminated against with the current re- 
sentment against Americans in Saudi Arabia, I’m sure you 
wouldn’t want your American son over there. 

Mr. Burton. How about you, Ms. Dabbagh? 

Ms. Dabbagh. My daughter has no rights or protections in Saudi 
Arabia. 

Mr. Burton. Prince Saud told us when we were in Saudi Arabia 
that this country does not recognize U.S. law in situations that 
apply to families and children. Do you think that Saudi should rec- 
ognize U.S. law when a court makes a decision? Do you think they 
should recognize our laws? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, again. I’m no expert in inter- 
national law or the recognition of law of one country to another. So 
I wouldn’t know how to comment on that. 

Mr. Burton. Is it true that no U.S. citizen is being held against 
their will in Saudi Arabia? What do you think about that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, I — Mr. Chairman, I’ll just restate 
that is the position of the Saudi Government, and I have nothing 
more to add to that. 

Mr. Burton. Before our hearings and our trip to Saudi Arabia, 
we were told in no uncertain terms that Amjad Radwan, an adult 
American woman, could not be allowed to leave Saudi Arabia with- 
out the permission of her father. But when we got to Saudi Arabia, 
Prince Saud said that any adult American woman can leave if she 
wants. Doesn’t that prove that the Saudi royal family can change 
their policy if they want to? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Could you restate the question, please? 

Mr. Burton. When we were there, we were told that in very 
clear terms that no — no woman could leave Saudi Arabia, no child, 
no female, could leave without the permission of her father. But 
when we got there, as far as Amjad Radwan was concerned. Prince 
Saud, the Foreign Minister, said that any adult American woman 
could leave if she wants to. Now, doesn’t that prove that the Saudi 
royal family can change that policy if they want to? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I’m not familiar with the statement of Prince 
Saud. You know, what I would say is that the — Saudi Arabia is 
working diligently and trying to find resolutions to this issue. 



726 


Mr. Burton. Well, doesn’t this flip-flop show that the argument 
that you kept advancing about how the royal families hands are 
tied by the laws of Islam is just a red herring? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, what the government has said 
is that they are — take this issue very seriously and are working to 
try and resolve individual cases and that there are complexities be- 
tween United States and Saudi law, that they feel that new mecha- 
nisms are needed to help resolve these cases more quickly. And as 
I understand, they have proposed to the State Department a forma- 
tion of an international protocol to address that. 

Mr. Burton. Well, my time has expired. I am going to have to 
yield to my colleagues, but let me just say this. American citizens 
that have been kidnapped in violation of American law, with the 
help of the Saudi Government, shows very clearly that they do not 
recognize American law. Prince Sand told me they don’t recognize 
U.S. law. They recognize only Saudi law, and that has to be 
changed. And we’re going to continue to push on this, even though 
you and others are paid exorbitant amounts of money by the Saudi 
Government to represent them and to try to make them look good. 

In my district and here in Washington, and I don’t know if it’s 
throughout the country, this past week or 2 weeks since we held 
our first hearing I have seen tremendous numbers of commercials 
talking about what great allies and friends the Saudis are. And I’m 
sure your firm had a lot to do with placing those ads. Putting them 
in my district isn’t going to influence me. So you can save your 
money. Don’t spend any more of the Saudis’ money in Indiana be- 
cause I’m going to continue to have these hearings as long as I’m 
in the Congress until they change their policies. 

And with that, Mr. Cummings. 

Mr. Cummings. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I just 
want to just ask a few questions. Your role — do you provide advice 
to the Government of Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Petruzzello. My role and the role of my firm is to act as 
a facilitator for the embassy, to provide information to the media 
and to the public. 

Mr. Cummings. And you said that you — but you personally, are 
you involved, you, yourself, not just your firm? I’m talking about 
you. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, sir, I am personally involved. 

Mr. Cummings. And you said — I was just reading and you were 
involved in the writing of the letter, is that right? The letter that 
Mr. Burton, Chairman Burton referred to. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. There’s a part of the letter that I was just curi- 
ous about and it’s very interesting and, since you were part of it, 
I guess you might be able to explain it. It says, “Many things have 
been attributed to the visit,” meaning Chairman Burton’s visit, “of 
the congressional delegation led by Representative Burton that do 
not reflect what was actually discussed during the visit. We are 
frankly surprised that the delegation itself has not clarified thus 
far what was attributed to it.” 

Can you explain that paragraph? What that means and what 
you’re talking about? 
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Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I’m not familiar with what 
Prince Bandar meant specifically in that paragraph. I, you know, 
I guess, you know, what the Saudis have said in other forums is 
that they feel that they haven’t had their views fully expressed and 
want to enter a more constructive dialog with this committee and 
with the U.S. Government to try and seek solutions to this issue. 

Mr. Cummings. And when this letter was put together, was this 
a team effort? And who did you communicate with? I mean, who 
helped you — who did you help write this letter? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, we provide some talking points 
to the embassy, but, you know, the letter itself is a product of the 
embassy and the embassy staff and Prince Bandar. 

Mr. Cummings. All right. Now, it talks here about — it says “My 
government is also seeking solutions to these cases, and we have 
requested the assistance of the U.S. Government in this matter,” 
talking about the 10 cases that you all claim are still outstanding. 
Are we — are you getting the kind of cooperation that you need with 
regard to the United States? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I’m not involved in the individ- 
ual cases or the efforts to find solutions to the cases. I think that 
question would probably be best directed to the embassy and the 
State Department. 

Mr. Cummings. OK. Is there someone who has more information 
than you had, because you’re not being very helpful this morning, 
to be very frank with you, is there someone in your firm that 
knows more than you or somebody who we could subpoena and get 
in here? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, not in my firm. You know, 
again to restate, our role is media relations, communications. We’re 
not attorneys and we’re not involved in the legal proceedings that 
people within the embassy and within the foreign ministry have 
that specific information and I 

Mr. Cummings. Did you have a conversation with anyone before 
coming here from the embassy, I mean, anyone at the embassy be- 
fore coming here today? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I informed the embassy that I 
was subpoenaed to testify, but I have had no further conversation 
with them about this. 

Mr. Cummings. And who did you tell that to? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I informed Adel al-Jubeir, who is the Foreign 
Policy Advisor to the Crown Prince. 

Mr. Cummings. And that was the end of the conversation; I’ve 
been subpoenaed and I’m going in, and that was it? He said OK? 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s it, yes. 

Mr. Cummings. Nobody asked you what you were going to be 
talking about? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I was given no instruction by the embassy. 

Mr. Cummings. Now, can you just tell us what you all do for this 
$200,000 a month? 

Mr. Petruzzello. We help the embassy develop information ma- 
terials or respond to media requests. Congressman, the vast major- 
ity of our work has to do with questions about U.S.-Saudi relations, 
questions regarding the war on terrorism and questions regarding, 
you know, our national interests in Iraq. You know, most — that’s 
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where — there’s been a lot of questions since last year when we 
were hired and that’s really where our work is largely focused on. 

Mr. Cummings. So you would say, I guess, based upon what you 
have said so far, you would have — your firm would have no real in- 
fluence on trying to bring these cases to some type of conclusion; 
in other words, you don’t — ^you just sort of — you’re just sort of a 
mouthpiece? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I’m not a spokesperson for the 
Saudi Government. But to answer your question, no, we’re not in- 
volved in the resolution of cases. 

Mr. Cummings. All right. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. OSE [presiding]. Thank you, Mr. Cummings. 

Mr. Petruzzello, I want to go through a couple of things. Were 
you aware that Chairman Burton and a number of Members were 
headed to Saudi Arabia in August? Were you aware of that trip? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, I was aware of that. 

Mr. OSE. The question was whether or not Mr. Petruzzello was 
aware of the trip that Chairman Burton and others took to Saudi. 
Did you discuss Chairman Burton’s delegation trip to Saudi Arabia 
with any members of the Saudi embassy? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, yes, I did. 

Mr. OsE. Who? 

Mr. Petruzzello. We had discussions about the trip with Nail 
al-Jubeir, who is the Director, Deputy Director of the Information 
Office. 

Mr. OSE. Only him? 

Mr. Petruzzello. At the embassy, yes. 

Mr. OsE. Anybody else besides Mr. Jubeir at the embassy? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, not at the embassy. 

Mr. OsE. Anybody else outside the embassy? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Outside the embassy would be Adel al-Jubeir, 
who is the Foreign Policy Advisor to the Crown Prince. 

Mr. OsE. Now is the Foreign Policy Advisor of the Crown Prince 
based at the embassy? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, he’s part of the royal court in Riyadh. 

Mr. OSE. OK, so you called him on the phone or something? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, and he is occasionally here in Washing- 
ton. 

Mr. OsE. Now, you’re the Managing General Partner of Qorvis? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Managing Partner of Qorvis Communications. 

Mr. OSE. All right. And the Saudis pay you $200,000 a month to 
assist them in their communications here in the United States? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, sir, that’s correct. 

Mr. Ose. ok. You answer in the affirmative that you were aware 
of Chairman Burton’s trip to Saudi Arabia with his delegation. 
Were you aware before Chairman Burton left the United States 
that the al Gheshayan daughters were going to London for an 
interview with — who is the guy? The guy that did the interview in 
London. O’Reilly? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Congressman, I’m not sure the exact 
dates of when Mr. Burton left the United States. But I was made 
aware that the al Gheshayan girls were going to London a day or 
two before they arrived in London. 

Mr. Ose. Who advised you of that? 
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Mr. Petruzzello. Adel al-Jubeir. 

Mr. OsE. So apparently at some point within the embassy a deci- 
sion was made to have the al Gheshayan girls go to London for the 
purpose of the interview? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Uhm 

Mr. Ose. And you were so advised? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, it was my understanding that 
the trip to London was inspired by Adel al-Jubeir’s appearance on 
the Fox O’Reilly Show some weeks before where he made a com- 
mitment to work to have the girls meet with the U.S. Government 
officials and the media outside of Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Ose. That’s a remarkable coincidence. Now, you knew that 
the congressional delegation was going to Saudi Arabia. Did you 
know the purpose of their visit? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Ose. And what was, in your understanding, what was the 
purpose of that visit? 

Mr. Petruzzello. As I understand it, it was to meet with the 
Saudi Government officials to discuss the issue before the commit- 
tee today as well as other issues of mutual interest to the United 
States and Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Ose. Were you aware that the delegation’s specific interest 
was to arrange visits between the kidnapping victims and their left 
behind parents? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, Congressman. It was actually, I think, the 
understanding of the Government of Saudi Arabia that meetings 
with the individual families was not part of the delegation’s agen- 
da. 

Mr. Ose. Is there anybody here that you recognize in the audi- 
ence that’s otherwise here on behalf of the Saudi Arabian Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. Petruzzello. People who represent 

Mr. Ose. Just take a look around here. 

Mr. Petruzzello [continuing]. Who represent, like outside coun- 
sel? 

Mr. Ose. Yes. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, these two, three gentlemen right behind 
in the one, two, three, fourth row behind me. 

Mr. Ose. OK. Now, the visit to London with the al Gheshayan 
girls, who made the decision to have those women transported from 
Saudi Arabia to London, remarkably coincident to the arrival of 
Chairman Burton’s delegation in Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I don’t know who specifically 
made that decision. 

Mr. Ose. All right. I’m going to recognize the gentleman from 
California, Mr. Horn, for 5 minutes. 

Mr. Horn. I came in a little late, but I don’t know if we’ve cov- 
ered this on the facts of the various cases. And do you think the 
Saudi Government has helped some of the Saudi parents kidnap 
their U.S. citizen children? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I’m sorry, sir. I couldn’t — I could not hear the 
question. 
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Mr. Horn. Well, based on your review of the facts of the various 
cases, do you think the Saudi Government has helped some of the 
Saudi parents kidnap their U.S. citizen children? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, before I answer that question, 
I just want to go back to the Congressman’s previous question just 
to clarify, if I misunderstood, that if he asked if there were rep- 
resentatives from the Saudi Government, the embassy here. There 
isn’t anyone from the embassy staff that is here today. 

But to address your question, sir, I have not reviewed in detail 
any of the specifics of any of the individual cases. And — but what 
I say is what the Saudi Government has said publicly, is that they 
are looking for a more constructive dialog with the U.S. Govern- 
ment. They believe that more mechanisms are needed to bridge the 
gap between United States and Saudi law and have — and are 
working to propose and work with the State Department to develop 
those mechanisms. 

Mr. Horn. You have been asked a couple of times as to what the 
embassy thought of all this. And I guess I would ask, did any- 
thing — did you have any relationships with the American embassy 
on this — these cases? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, Congressman, I’ve never spoken to the 
American embassy about these cases. 

Mr. Horn. You haven’t. Well, I would like to hear from the moth- 
ers and the children. And did you work with the American em- 
bassy, and what kind of help did they give, if any? So can we just 
start from the bottom here of those who did any working with the 
embassy? Is that Ms. Dabbagh? 

Ms. Dabbagh. I asked — I made many requests to the American 
embassy in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia for assistance in doing what is 
called a welfare and whereabouts check in which an attempt is 
made to locate the child as well as try to visit with her. They have 
numerous times spoken with my ex-husband. They know where he 
works. My ex-husband tells the diplomatic staff, no, you can’t see 
her. Then I’m called and said, oh, well, he won’t let us see her. 
There’s nothing we can do. 

Other attempts working through the U.S. embassy in Riyadh, 
Saudi Arabia have included determining when she leaves the coun- 
try, when she reenters the country. 

Mr. Horn. Well, I am just interested in 

Ms. Dabbagh. Yeah. That’s about it. But nothing has ever hap- 
pened. 

Mr. Horn. Mr. Rives, what kind of help did you get from the 
American embassy? 

Mr. Rives. Help from the American embassy? 

Mr. Horn. Yes. In Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Rives. I got the same thing, whereabouts and welfare visits. 
Also I have asked the U.S. Embassy how according to worldwide 
Web site for Saudi Arabia it says that you cannot have a visa for 
Saudi Arabia unless you have a valid passport for at least 6 
months. And my daughter’s American passport which she entered 
in expires January the 9, 2003, so I was wondering why my child 
was not returned July 10th of this year. I mean that’s the visa re- 
quirements there. 
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Also I have asked the U.S. embassy how the Saudi Government 
took away my children’s American passports. This has more to do 
with U.S. -Saudi relations, which you said that were the area of 
your expertise, as opposed to custody issues. So also I’ve asked the 
U.S. embassy how come I cannot get the passport numbers and 
also the State Department has not been able to get passport num- 
bers of the Saudi Arabian passports that were given to my kids 
when they took the American passports away. 

And finally, how can they do anything, and I addressed this at 
the embassy as well. How can the Saudi Government do anything 
since I am their father, without my involvement. And, you know, 
since this is U.S. -Saudi relationship, I was wondering if Mr. 
Petruzzello, you know, knows something about that. They pub- 
lished this on the Web about the visa requirements, and so forth. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Horn. My — I have only a few minutes. Mrs. Tonetti and 
Mrs. McClain, I’d like to know did the Saudis help kidnap the chil- 
dren? 

Ms. McClain. Yes. The Saudi Government did help kidnap my 
daughter. I made them aware in both 1994 and 1995 that she was 
an American citizen, that I had legal custody of her. I sent them 
all the divorce and custody decree documents which my ex-husband 
signed and agreed to in a court of law. I also contacted the CEO 
of Saudi Arabian Airlines, which is a government airline, that they 
were not to take my child out of the country. And they proceeded 
to do so anyway. 

Mr. Horn. Well, for the rest of you that’s gone through there, 
what did you think of the testimony of Mrs. Tonetti and Mrs. 
McClain, who said the Saudi embassy was warned that their Saudi 
ex-husbands did not have custody of their children but that the em- 
bassy still helped the kidnappers get children out of the country? 
Do you admit that this has happened? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, when — in discussing visa regu- 
lations and requirements and the specifics of these cases, it gets 
well outside of my sphere of expertise. I can only comment on the 
public relations aspect of this. And I could say that progress — the 
Saudis are well aware that progress in this area would be helpful 
to their public relations efforts here. 

Mr. Burton [presiding]. If I might, if the gentleman would yield 
real quickly. Mrs. Tonetti I think had a similar experience. Would 
you like to comment on that with your 

Ms. Tonetti. Well, it’s just the fact that the embassy was noti- 
fied by regular and certified mail that they were not to issue pass- 
ports to my ex-husband, that he did not have legal or physical cus- 
tody, he was not permitted to leave the country with them. But 
they ignored the court order and the divorce decree and they went 
ahead and issued passports. So they were accomplices in the kid- 
napping of three American children. 

Mr. Horn. That’s really outrageous. I would notice that, Mr. 
Petruzzello, I don’t understand your role because you don’t seem to 
understand that it seems to me if I were the public relations per- 
son for the King of Saudi Arabia, I’d say. King, why don’t we make 
some ways of getting these children out of the country and the 
King is absolute and so 
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Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I think you know the Saudi 
Government has stated publicly on a number of occasions that they 
want to see these cases find resolution where possible. They want 
to see new mechanisms that will help bridge the gap between 
United States and Saudi law, and they have said they are working 
diligently to do so. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. Mrs. Morelia. 

Mrs. Morella. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Again I want to ap- 
plaud you not only for this series of hearings but for the trip that 
you took and I thought your appearance on 60 Minutes was excel- 
lent in terms of defining what the problem is and the anguish that 
all of us feel, and I would say that certainly it is an unjust aspect 
of our relationship with Saudi Arabia that U.S. citizens can be held 
against their will with the full blessing of the Saudi Government 
and often in violation of U.S. law. But fortunately, because of 
Chairman Burton’s involvement, the Saudi Government has evi- 
dently now expressed a desire to develop bilateral protocols to en- 
able the State Department and the Saudi Government to resolve 
child abduction cases without going through the legal system. And 
while I welcome any discussions that could lead to less acrimony, 
I certainly have doubts about the commitment of Saudi officials, 
given the testimony that I’ve read from the witnesses that we have 
today, and I find it extremely troubling that Saudi embassy offi- 
cials have knowingly allowed American children to leave the 
United States in direct violation of a court order that they’ve been 
told about. 

So I can’t help but question the commitment and desire of Saudi 
officials to make the necessary concessions that would allow for bi- 
lateral agreements to be workable. I know we’ll also hear more 
about that with the next panel. 

But now, addressing a question to you, Mr. Petruzzello, Qorvis 
Communications played a significant role in the visit of the Roush 
girls to London last month. In fact, I understand a Qorvis employee 
was actually present during at least one of the interviews. Did the 
Qorvis employee meet up with the traveling party in Europe or in 
Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Petruzzello. The Qorvis employee met with the sisters in 
London. 

Mrs. Morella. In London. Was there only one Qorvis employee? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, there was only one. 

Mrs. Morella. Were there any other lobbyists or Americans who 
are helping to advise the Saudis regarding this trip? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. 

Mrs. Morella. No. There were none. Have the two Roush 
daughters ever been subject to coercion or duress? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Not that I’m aware of. But I wouldn’t — I have 
never spoken directly to the sisters. 

Mrs. Morella. So you’re just not certain about it. You’re not cer- 
tain about it. And were you comfortable 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congresswoman, let me say that the Saudi 
Government has been very clear in saying that they have never co- 
erced the sisters to say or do anything they didn’t want to do. 
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Mrs. Morella. ok. I mean, I guess there’s a question of credibil- 
ity or certainty. But this is what you have heard and that is what 
you’re saying? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mrs. Morella. All right. Were you comfortable in playing a part 
in these interviews? Are you comfortable in this whole situation? 
You know, as a father, and, you know, I mean, an American. 

Mr. Petruzzello. The answer to your question is that the objec- 
tive of the Saudi Government was to give the al Gheshayan sisters 
an opportunity to meet privately outside of Saudi Arabia with the 
U.S. Government officials and the media to discuss their intentions 
on how and where they want to live their lives. And you know, and 
the Saudi Government felt that was a positive step. 

Mrs. Morella. How did you feel about it? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, the — you know, I think any 
progress on these cases is good for the families and good for U.S.- 
Saudi relations. 

Mrs. Morella. How do you know that there was no coercion or 
duress when a Qorvis person was not there? 

Mr. Petruzzello. When a Qorvis person was not there? 

Mrs. Morella. Was not there. 

Mr. Petruzzello. The only thing I can add to that is that there 
were no Saudi Government officials with the sisters during that 
time in London. 

Mrs. Morella. We’ve got all these interruptions occurring right 
now. I’m going to yield to you, Mr. Chairman, to pick up on that. 

Mr. Burton. If you would yield to me just briefly. 

Mrs. Morella. Yes, I would like to. 

Mr. Burton. You know, we had two different young ladies that 
testified before our committee, I believe there were two, that said 
that they were questioned in the presence of their father about 
whether or not they wanted to come to the United States. One of 
the young ladies, and I’ll be glad to show you the tape if you want 
to see it, said that she did not want to come to the States. She 
wanted to stay in Saudi Arabia, and then when she got out she 
said that her father threatened to kill her if she didn’t say what 
he wanted her to. Would you say that’s coercion if he threatened 
to kill her if she didn’t say what he wanted; would you say that’s 
coercion? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I would agree with that, yes. 

Mr. Burton. Now, those women that went to Saudi Arabia, their 
husbands were with them. We believe there was an entourage of 
other Saudi men with them. We don’t know if their children were 
with them or not. They may have had the children back in Saudi 
Arabia, which would have been another inducement for them to say 
what was supposed to be said. So how do you know that there 
wasn’t any coercion? They had their abayas off when they talked 
to the American embassy people. But when asked if they would 
sign a statement saying that the statements that they made could 
be released to the public, she said, well, we can’t — we can’t sign 
those. We would have to ask our husbands first. Then they put 
their abayas back on. They went and sat in the corner of the room. 
The husbands came in and looked at the documents and said, well, 
we’ll have to give this some thought. Do you think maybe there 
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might have been some coercion there? Do you think there’s any 
possibility of it? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Uhm 

Mr. Burton. In view of the fact that this one girl when she got 
out said that my father threatened to kill me if I didn’t say what 
I was told to say, do you think maybe there might have been a lit- 
tle coercion there? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, you know the government has, 
you know, has said that, you know, has been diligent in trying to 
get the al Gheshayan sisters to come to the United States because 
they have been told by the committee, by the media, that any inter- 
view or meeting with the sisters in Saudi Arabia would be suspect. 

Mr. Burton. That’s right. So they didn’t come to the United 
States. They took them to England when I went with my delega- 
tion to Saudi Arabia at the very same time, and so they took them 
to England and they did not see their mother. They did not come 
to the United States. They were not unattended by other Saudi 
men. And we’re not sure they even had their children with them. 
So we really don’t know, do we, whether or not they were coerced? 
I mean, how would you know? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Well, Mr. Chairman, the only thing that I can 
add is that it was our understanding that they have one child. The 
sisters have one child who was with them at the time. 

Mr. Burton. Were you there with them? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I was not, sir. 

Mr. Burton. So who on your staff was there? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Her name is Sharene Sojeir. 

Mr. Burton. And what was her purpose? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, when the sisters went to Lon- 
don they felt nervous about meeting with American media and they 
wanted to have a woman be there just to be there while they did 
the interview. Sharene is about their age, is an Arab American, 
speaks a little Arabic. For obvious reasons the Saudi Government 
didn’t want a government official there. And so we were asked by 
the embassy to have Sharene go, and she was there for the inter- 
view with Fox and that was it. 

Mr. Burton. Yeah. I don’t think — my personal opinion is I don’t 
think there’s any way to know whether or not they were speaking 
freely. I think that the coercion factor is a very real factor. I’ve 
talked to so many women who were trembling, crying, scared to 
death that their husbands might even find out that they’re even 
talking to U.S. Congressmen or talking to somebody in the media. 
You know, to say there’s no coercion or to indicate that I think is 
just uncertain to say the least. There’s no way to know. The only 
way to know whether or not those ladies were coerced is to let 
them come to the United States, with the child, encumbered, and 
let them talk to their mother and the media here. If they want to 
go back to Saudi Arabia, I don’t think the United States would ever 
hold them. So would you convey to the Saudi Government that the 
best way to make sure is to let them come to California? Let them 
come to the United States and talk to their mother and the media 
here and if they decide they want to go back, that’s fine. Without 
their husbands. Without an entourage of men and without threats. 
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Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, the government has said that 
they’ve been working diligently to try to have the girls come to the 
United States. 

Mr. Burton. OK. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I think the trip to London wouldn’t preclude 
that opportunity in the future, and I will certainly relay that mes- 
sage. 

Mr. Burton. Yeah. Well, I think they’re probably going to get it 
anyhow. And with that, we’ll stand in recess till the fall of the 
gavel. We have two votes on the floor. We will be right back. 

[Recess.] 

Mr. OsE. All right. We’re going to proceed. We’re going to proceed 
pending the arrival of the other three witnesses. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I am sorry. I apologize for that. 

It happens. 

Mr. OsE. I want to examine the issue of the London visit. Mrs. 
Morelia or Mr. Horn asked a question as to whether or not Qorvis 
had somebody in attendance at that interview in London with the 
Gheshayan daughters, and I believe your testimony was that there 
was a Qorvis employee in attendance? 

Mr. Petruzzello. There was a Qorvis employee in attendance 
for one of the meetings. 

Mr. OSE. Which one? 

Mr. Petruzzello. The interview with Fox. 

Mr. OSE. Were both girls in that interview? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. OsE. OK. Who else was in that interview? I mean, who were 
the other people in the room when Alia and Aisha Gheshayan were 
interviewed? 

Mr. Petruzzello. The producer from Fox, an interpreter, and 
I’m — to be honest with you. I’m not certain whether the husbands 
were in the meeting at that time or not. 

Mr. OsE. Were there any representatives of the Saudi Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, Congressman, no. 

Mr. OSE. But you don’t know if the husbands were in the room 
or not? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I don’t. 

Mr. OSE. Who was the interpreter? 

Mr. Petruzzello. The interpreter was hired by Fox. I don’t 
know the name, where the person came from. 

Mr. OsE. What was the name of the Qorvis employee who was 
in the room at the time of the interview? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Her name is Shereen Sojhier. 

Mr. OsE. Could you spell that for me, please. 

Mr. Petruzzello. S-h-e-r-e-e-n, and the last name is S-o-j-h-i-e- 
r. 

Mr. OSE. And is she an American citizen or otherwise? 

Mr. Petruzzello. American citizen. 

Mr. OsE. Do you have her office base? Where is she stationed? 

Mr. Petruzzello. In our Washington office. 

Mr. OsE. So she’s here in D.C. 

So she left D.C., flew to London? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, Congressman. 
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Mr. OSE. I want to go back to my earlier question. It appears to 
me as if — I’m sure it’s coincidental. It appears to me that the 
Gheshayan daughters left Saudi Arabia in time to be in London 
concurrent with Chairman Burton’s arrival in Saudi Arabia. 

What day did the employee of Qorvis leave Washington, DC, to 
go to London for the purpose of the interview? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I can’t recall the exact date, but 
she left, I believe, the Saturday before the meeting, which I believe 
occurred on Sunday. 

Mr. OSE. My recollection, Jim, that was around the 23rd of Au- 
gust, 22nd of August. 

All right. So somebody from the D.C. Office — somebody in the 
D.C. Office left D.C., headed for London a couple days prior to the 
interview? 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s correct. To the best I can recall the 
exact times and dates, it was a day or two before the meeting. 

Mr. OSE. If I recall your earlier testimony, it was that you had 
either been advised or discussed Chairman Burton’s CODEL to 
Saudi Arabia prospectively with your client before the fact? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. OsE. So the Saudis knew that Chairman Burton and the 
CODEL were headed their way? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Ose. And if I recall your testimony, they knew the purpose 
of the visit was to discuss these cases of American children and 
women in Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Ose. And concurrent with the chairman’s trip, two of the 
women that we were specifically interested in, those being the 
Gheshayan daughters, were allowed for the first time in years to 
depart Saudi Arabia and go to London for the purpose of an inter- 
view. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I’m not sure I understand the question. 

Mr. Ose. What was the purpose for which the Gheshayan daugh- 
ters went to London? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know. Congressman — as I previously tes- 
tified, you know, it was inspired by al-Jabir’s appearance a couple 
weeks prior to where he appeared on the O’Reilly show and made 
a commitment to work to have the Gheshayan sisters interviewed 
and meet with U.S. Government officials outside of Saudi Arabia. 

Now, I understand from the Saudi Government that they had 
been working for quite some time to invite the sisters — to invite 
the sisters, to encourage the sisters to come to the United States, 
which they have refused to do, and that they were to have the sis- 
ters meet with the media in our embassy in London. 

Mr. Ose. Mr. Petruzzello, I touched on this subject earlier. You 
are assisted today by some people from your office. We have not 
asked them to testify, but we would like to put on the record your 
direct employees and any consultants who are here assisting you 
today. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Certainly. Judy Smith is one of my partners. 
She’s the only other Qorvis employee here. This is my attorney, 
and there are two gentlemen in the back who are 

Mr. Ose. What is your attorney’s name? 
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Ms. Kiernan. Leslie Kiernan from Zuckerman, Spaeder. 

Mr. OSE. Thank you. 

Mr. Petruzzello. And then the two gentleman in the — towards 
the rear of the room who serve as government relations consultants 
at the embassy. 

Mr. Ose. Kiernan is spelled K-i-e-r-n-a-n? 

Ms. Kiernan. Yes, Congressman. 

Mr. Ose. And your coemployee? 

Ms. Smith. Smith, S-m-i-t-h, Judy, J-u-d-y. 

Mr. Ose. Thank you. Now, the two in the back, Mr. Petruzzello, 
since we haven’t subpoenaed them and we haven’t invited them to 
testify, could you give me their names, their places of employ, and 
if you could spell their names, that would be helpful. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Jack Deschaeur, D-e-s-c-h-a-e-u-r, and Jane — 
who is with the law firm of Patton Boggs. And Jamie Gallagher, 
G-a-l-l-a-g-h-e-r, who is with the Gallagher Group. 

Mr. Ose. Thank you. 

Ms. Kiernan. Congressman, there is also somebody here with me 
from my office. 

Mr. Ose. OK. Let’s put his name on the record. 

Mr. Angulo. Congressman, my name is Carlos Angulo, A-n-g-u- 
1-0 Zuckerman, Spaeder. 

Mr. Ose. From Qorvis? 

Mr. Angulo. No, with the law firm of Zuckerman, Spaeder. 

Mr. Ose. With Ms. Kiernan’s law firm. 

Mr. Angulo. Correct. 

Mr. Ose. Thank you. 

Mr. Petruzzello, have you ever met the father of the Roush sis- 
ters? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I have not. 

Mr. Ose. Have you ever talked to the Roush sisters? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. 

Mr. Ose. Do you know if the Crown Prince, the Foreign Minister 
of Saudi Arabia ever asked the Roush sisters to meet with their 
mother? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I don’t know that. 

Mr. Ose. Do you know what is was that the Roush daughters 
were asked to do when they went to London? 

Mr. Petruzzello. They were asked to meet with representatives 
of the American media and with our U.S. embassy. 

Mr. Ose. So the purpose was twofold, American media and the 
American embassy? 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s correct. 

Mr. Ose. And clearly they met with the American media. 

Did they meet with the American embassy? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. I understand that they did. 

Mr. Ose. With whom did they meet at the American embassy? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know the name of the government offi- 
cial that they met with. 

Mr. Ose. I see my colleagues have returned. I would like to rec- 
ognize the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. Duncan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Petruzzello, your fee is $200,000 a month? 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s correct. 



738 


Mr. Duncan. And that is $2,400,000 a year? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. Duncan. That is a whopping fee. I suppose you know that 
every law firm, every public relations agency in this city would 
drool to get an account like that. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Congressman, as I understand it, that’s 
not unusual or, you know 

Mr. Duncan. You’re not saying that — you surely don’t believe 
that they would be happy to get that kind of an account? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I 

Mr. Duncan. Could you tell me any firm that wouldn’t be happy 
to get that size of an account? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I couldn’t. 

Mr. Duncan. Yet I see here from the staff that you received, or 
your firm received, $3.8 million from Saudi Arabia before register- 
ing as a foreign agent under the Foreign Agent’S Registration Act; 
is that correct? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t have the foreign agent documents. I 
haven’t looked at those documents lately, but that doesn’t sound 
like it would be out of — you know, it doesn’t sound like that would 
be incorrect. 

Mr. Duncan. Well, do you know whether or not your firm rep- 
resented Saudi Arabia for 

Mr. Ose. Would the gentleman yield? 

That was a double negative. Could you answer it without the 
double negative? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Oh, sure. 

Mr. Ose. You think the 3.8 number is correct? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I haven’t looked at the documents lately or in 
the timeframe that the Congressman mentioned, but that — you 
know, it doesn’t sound out of line to me. 

Mr. Ose. So it does sound like it is in line? 

Mr. Petruzzello. It does sound like it is in line. 

Mr. Ose. Thank you. 

Thank you, Mr. Duncan. 

Mr. Duncan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Well, do you know 

Mr. Petruzzello. I should make clear that — I’m sorry. 

Mr. Duncan. I noticed that in 2001 they were also represented 
by the — the Saudi Government was also represented by Akin 
Gump, Casting Associates, Dutton & Dutton, Shandwick Public Af- 
fairs. 

Do you have any rough guess as to what is the total amount the 
Saudi Government is spending on lobbying fees, public relations 
fees, consulting fees, legal fees here? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know exactly what the total 

Mr. Duncan. I didn’t ask exactly. I said, do you have a rough 
guess. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t have a rough idea. I think some of the 
firms that you mentioned are firms that worked for the Saudi em- 
bassy some time ago, that are no longer working for them; and for 
firms like Akin Gump, I believe they provide legal services on trade 
matters, and I have no knowledge of what that relates to. And I’m 
not certain that involves any lobbying at all. 
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Mr. Duncan. In addition to all that Chairman Burton mentioned 
yesterday, that the Saudi Government was spending millions in ad- 
vertising fees now and for advertising on national television and so 
forth, do you have any idea how much they are spending, rough 
guess, on that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, and to — Congressman, to raise your ear- 
lier point when you quoted $3.8 until, that wouldn’t be fees to 
Qorvis. You know, a significant amount of that would be money 
that was to pay for advertising, and for advertising, I believe what 
they’re spending is — it was somewhere in the range of $4 or $5 mil- 
lion, which is, you know, by advertising standards, a very small 
amount. 

Mr. Duncan. Let me ask you — of any of the parents here, if you 
heard of some young woman or some young man in this country, 
a U.S. citizen, who was about to — or was thinking about marrying 
somebody from Saudi Arabia now, what would you say to them? 

Ms. Tonetti. Can I say what I really want to say? 

Mr. Duncan. Yeah, sure. 

Ms. Tonetti. Run like hell. 

Mr. Duncan. Well, I hope that — I hope that if nothing else, I 
hope the State Department takes action based on these hearings, 
but if nothing else, I hope that these hearings call attention and, 
hopefully, alert some young people that this is something very, 
very dangerous, often even tragic, to get into. 

Mr. Rives. Congressman, you asked about whether to marry a 
Saudi and so forth. Let me just say that the Saudi folks are terrific, 
and I had great admiration for the individuals that live there. It’s 
the government, that keeps people in or keeps people out, I think, 
is the real problem. 

Mr. Duncan. All right. Thank you very much. 

Mr. OSE. Thank you, Mr. Duncan. 

Mr. Shays. 

Mr. Shays. I’d like to thank all our witnesses for appearing be- 
fore the committee and to just set this up by telling you, Mr. 
Petruzzello, that my subcommittee and this full committee has had 
40 hearings on terrorism, and periodically, the government that 
you work for shows up in that scenario. Fifteen of 19 of the suicide 
terrorists were Saudi citizens, and that is embedded in my thought. 
I have 70 families who lost loved ones from what 15 Saudi citizens 
did with four others. 

The Wahhabi form of Islam showed up continually in my hear- 
ings as militant fundamentalists and sympathetic to terrorism. The 
teachings of Islam in Saudi Arabia showed up continually as being 
hateful, vengeful and creating an environment in which terrorism 
would flourish. You’re working for a government that is holding 
American citizens against their will. You’re also representing a gov- 
ernment whose phenomenal wealth has gone principally to 30,000 
Royal Family members, while at the same time the per capita in- 
come of the average Saudi citizen has gone from 24,000 to 7,000. 

I don’t really have good feelings about the government you work 
for, but I will tell you it has intensified tremendously at the hear- 
ings that our chairman has conducted regarding family members 
who are being held against their will. 
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I want to ask each of the witnesses who are on your left or right 
this simple question. 

Are your children, Ms. Tonetti, being held against their will? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes, my American children are being held against 
their will. 

Ms. McClain. My daughter is a hostage in Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Shays. Mr. Rives. 

Mr. Rives. My children are 3 

Mr. Shays. Near the mic, please. 

Mr. Rives. My children are 3 or 4. They don’t know what their 
will is yet. 

Ms. Dabbagh. My daughter is being held in Saudi Arabia 
against her will; and I would also like to go on record as saying 
in a particular response to the huge number of Saudi retainers 
here, I have been insulted, I have been warned, I have been threat- 
ened, and I have been intimidated over the years by Saudi employ- 
ees and Saudi Government officials, and not knowing they were 
going to have such a large number of people here today, I want to 
go on record as saying I am very fearful that they will continue re- 
prisals. 

Mr. Shays. I understand why you would feel that way. 

Mr. Petruzzello, do you believe that their children are being held 
against their will? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I’m not a representative or a 
spokesperson for the government. 

Mr. Shays. I didn’t ask you any other question than the question 
I just asked you. I asked you, do you believe their children are 
being held against their will? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I do not know the details of any of these cases. 

Mr. Shays. That is not what I asked you. You are under oath to 
answer a question, and you can answer yes or no, and you have 
your choice of describing the yes or no, but I asked you, do you be- 
lieve that Ms. Tonetti’s children are being held against their will? 

Mr. Petruzzello. But Congressman, I don’t know anything 
about Ms. Tonetti’s children. 

Mr. Shays. So what is your answer? 

Mr. Petruzzello. That I do not know. 

Mr. Shays. Do you think that she’s lying? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I have no reason to believe that she’s lying. 

Ms. Tonetti. I have a question? May I ask. 

Mr. Shays. You can ask me the question, yes. 

Ms. Tonetti. Did you publish this? 

Mr. Shays. And let me ask you, what is the document that you’re 
holding? 

Ms. Tonetti. The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia that was being 
passed out here for these hearings. 

Mr. Shays. Are you at all involved in that? 

Ms. Tonetti. You’re responsible for this. 

Mr. Shays. Ms. Tonetti, I don’t want to lose control. I know that 
you could ask better questions than I could ask. 

So is all the material that you have in here — is all the material 
in this something that you’re — ^you have been involved in and have 
presented? 
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Mr. Petruzzello. We were involved in helping the embassy pre- 
pare those materials, yes. 

Mr. Shays. Is there any document here that would suggest that 
these children are not being held against their will? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I can’t recall everything that is in there. I 
think the position of the Saudi Government is that while these are 
tragic cases, they are highly complex and that it’s really a govern- 
ment-to-government matter that needs a lot of work to resolve. 

Mr. Shays. Mr. Petruzzello, let me just tell you. I’m going to 
have a second round, a third round, a fourth round, and so I’m not 
going to let up on understanding this issue. 

I believe Ms. Tonetti with all my heart and soul, and I under- 
stand that you’re representing the Government of Saudi Arabia in 
terms of their public relations. The question I asked you is, do you 
believe that Ms. Tonetti’s children are being held against their 
will? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I believe that there are significant differences 
between U.S. law and Saudi law and that 

Mr. Shays. I’m not asking about the law now. No. 

I understand that the Saudi Government can incarcerate people. 
I understand that American citizens have no rights in Saudi Ara- 
bia. I understand that women can’t drive. I understand that Amer- 
ican diplomats can’t even exercise their own rights as diplomats. I 
understand that American diplomats are isolated and can’t travel 
to certain parts of Saudi Arabia. I understand that no Americans, 
if they aren’t of Islamic faith, can go into certain areas. I under- 
stand that. 

What I also understand is that in this country, Saudi Arabian 
citizens can have the same rights and privileges that anyone else 
can. So I understand they have a double standard. I know they 
treat us one way, and we treat them with total freedoms. I under- 
stand all that. 

But we also have a very serious case where a citizen was in the 
United States under the protection of her mother, or father in some 
instances, and that they found themselves in Saudi Arabia. What 
is there to figure about that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I’m sorry. What is the question? 

Mr. Shays. What is there to figure about it? They were taken 
against their will. They were minors. They were under the custody 
of the very women to your right. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I would, you know 

Mr. Shays. So you don’t understand Saudi law, but you under- 
stand American law. 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, the Saudi Government has gone on 
record 

Mr. Shays. Do you understand American law? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. I’m not a lawyer. 

Mr. Shays. Well, I’m not a lawyer either, but do you understand 
if someone has jurisdiction and responsibility for a child, that they 
can’t be taken against their will to another country? Do you under- 
stand that? Just answer that question. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. I understand that. And I might add that 
the Saudi Government has gone on record to say that child abduc- 
tion is wrong. 
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Mr. Shays. Right, but once they are in Saudi Arabia, it is all 
right to keep them there? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, what the government has said is 
that, you know, you have conflicts between court orders and laws 
in Saudi Arabia and court orders here. 

Mr. Shays. I understand you have conflicts and all these other 
things. I understand that in Saudi Arabia Americans have no 
rights. That’s true, isn’t it? They have basically no rights. 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, I don’t know what the rights are 
of foreign visitors in Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Shays. Well, the bottom line is that you were asked to ap- 
pear before this committee, and it would strike me that you know 
a lot more than you’re letting on, but you are under oath. And I 
asked you a question, do you believe that their children are being 
held against their will? 

Mr. Petruzzello. If you’re looking for my personal opinion, I 
think there are — I think that the way Saudi law deals with these 
cases makes it, you know, possible — you know, for parents there to 
prevent their children from coming to the United States; and it also 
makes it very difficult for the Saudi Government to do anything 
about it. 

Mr. Shays. Why don’t you explain that last part? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, what the Saudi Government has 
said is that in a case where, say, that a court has — a Saudi court 
is given custody 

Mr. Shays. You can move the mic a little closer. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Where the court has given custody of a child, 
it is difficult for the Saudi Government to intervene and overrule 
that court order. But again. Congressman, you know, we start get- 
ting into the details of cases and the legalities that is just out of 
my sphere. 

Mr. Shays. Yeah. The only thing that shouldn’t be out of your 
sphere is if these are children with a court order in the United 
States — and they resided here and the parent took them to another 
country — if they were basically kidnapped. And that doesn’t strike 
me as taking much intelligence to understand. 

And so now the issue is, how do we get back kidnapped children? 
And what you’ve done is you’ve put together a package that helps 
express opinions about these cases, and yet you say you don’t have 
opinions about these cases. And so, you know, you are under oath, 
and I’m just struck with the contradictions. 

You may be — and I think you are, and I know people who say 
you are — a very fine man, and you work for a very fine company; 
but sadly, you are working, in my judgment, for a very corrupt gov- 
ernment, a government where they still haven’t resolved or given 
us an answer of why 15 of their citizens killed nearly 3,000 people 
in New York City on September 11th, didn’t own up to their own 
people that they were Saudi citizens. That’s the government you 
work for. You work for a government that is teaching its people to 
hate the United States and to not be too aghast at what happened. 

And so I view you as working for, frankly, a very corrupt govern- 
ment that has a lot of oil, and we depend on a lot of oil; but I hope 
that we’re willing to just allow them to take their oil somewhere 
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else, and if we have to — every other day, have to get oil, have to 
stand in line or wait in line, you know, so be it. 

Mr. Chairman, I have more questions, but I want to make sure 
others 

Mr. Burton. Let me — if I might. I’d like to ask a couple ques- 
tions. 

Mr. Burton. You’re a public relations man, and you have a pub- 
lic relations firm, and you work for the Saudi Government and you 
get their $200,000 a month, $1.4 million a year. Obviously if you 
said something that didn’t — they didn’t agree with today, it would 
jeopardize your contract, wouldn’t it? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I 

Mr. Burton. If you said, you know, I think Ms. Tonetti or Ms. 
McClain has a valid argument because their children were kid- 
napped after court orders were issued here in the United States. 
If you said them being kidnapped and taken to Saudi Arabia 
against their will with the complicit help of the Saudi Government, 
if you said that you thought that was wrong, wouldn’t that jeopard- 
ize your contract? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I doubt that. 

Mr. Ose. Well, then why don’t you — you have a son. What would 
you say if your wife was a Saudi and she took your child to Saudi 
Arabia and you could never see your child again, and you had a 
court order saying the child was in your custody and she took him 
over there? What would you think about that? Would you like that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, of course not. 

Mr. Burton. OK. Well, would you say that the Saudi Govern- 
ment giving a passport to this woman to take your child out of the 
country when you had a court order to keep the child in your con- 
trol, wouldn’t you say that they violated and the government was 
complicit in helping get that child out of the country when they 
gave a passport when the court told them not to? 

Wouldn’t you say they were complicit if it was your child? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I would say kidnapping is 
wrong, and I would say that in order to resolve these cases, that 
much more work needs to be done, government to government, to 
resolve the differences that 

Mr. Burton. What differences? The court in the United States 
said your child was in your custody and told the Saudi embassy not 
to allow that child to leave the country, not to give them a pass- 
port; and yet the Saudi Government, after being instructed not to 
do it, they gave that child a passport, and your wife took the child 
out of the country. 

Now, how is that something that you don’t understand? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I think there you raise a good 
point. Again, I’m not an expert in Saudi law, but as I understand 
it, if someone goes to the Saudi embassy and requests a passport, 
as their law is currently constructed, they are compelled to give 
that passport. 

Mr. Burton. Even if a court of the United States had granted 
custody to the American parent, said, don’t do it, that they would 
go ahead and do it anyhow, because they don’t recognize U.S. law? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Again, you’re questioning me outside of my 
sphere, but that’s what I understand. 
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Mr. Burton. So you would just let your child go, then? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Of course not. 

Mr. Burton. What would you do? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Anything I could to get my child back. 

Mr. Burton. Would you sell your house and get $200,000 and 
have somebody steal the child in the middle of the night to get 
them back when they’re U.S. citizens? Would you do that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I would do anything for my son. 

Mr. Burton. There. You would do anything for your son. What 
do you think about these people around you? 

That government has been helpful in kidnapping those children, 
even though court orders have been issued saying, you can’t do 
that, you shouldn’t do that. And they thumb their noses at the 
American Government and the American court system, take those 
kids, give them passports when they know they shouldn’t, and the 
mothers never see them again. 

Think about your boy. You would never see him again. You 
would never talk to him again unless the father or the mother over 
there or the government said, OK, we’ll let him talk to him. 

Ms. Tonetti, did you talk to your child yesterday? Did you talk 
to your children? 

Ms. Tonetti. For a little bit, yes. 

Mr. Burton. How did they sound? 

Ms. Tonetti. Beautiful. 

Mr. Burton. Beautiful. Did they recognize you and everything? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. First time you talked to them since we were over 
in Saudi Arabia. Right? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Yeah. And you hadn’t talked to them before that for 
2 years, except for Congressman Kerns down there at the end ar- 
ranging it for you, right? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burton. Yeah. I know you’re getting $200,000 a month. And 
I understand your business, I do, because lobbyists come to see us 
all the time, and I don’t know if you have any influence over those 
guys over there, but these women haven’t — she hasn’t seen her 
children for 2 years, and the court gave her custody. 

This lady next to her, Ms. McClain hasn’t seen her child, how 
long, Ms. McClain? 

Ms. McClain. I saw her this summer. 

Mr. Burton. How long has it been since she’s been gone? 

Ms. McClain. Five years. 

Mr. Burton. Five years. 

Mr. Burton. How long has your son been gone? 

Mr. Rives. A year and a half. 

Mr. Burton. A year and a half. 

Ms. Roush. Seventeen years. 

Mr. Burton. This is the government that you’re representing, 
and I know you’re getting $1.4 million a year, and I’m sorry you’re 
the whipping boy today. I apologize for you having to do that, but 
we’re trying to make a point. I’m not after you, because lobbyists 
are all over this town, and some of them represent some pretty 
cruddy people, you know, so we’re not after you. 
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But the Saudi Government did not show up. All they’ve done is 
lie on television. They’ve had their mouthpieces, former Ambas- 
sadors from the United States to Saudi Arabia, who are now get- 
ting tons of money to represent them. You know, it just makes us 
sick, and the only thing we can do is beat up on the Saudi Govern- 
ment and put pressure until they bring about some change. 

And I’d just like to say to my colleague, Mr. Shays, down there — 
Chris, the Saudis in the 1970’s, we got about 50 to 60 percent of 
our oil from them. Now we get 15 percent. We’re not dependent 
upon those guys anymore, like we were. Their balance of payments 
situation was very good in the 1970’s. Now they have a balance of 
payments deficit, and they’ve got problems in their country. 

If they don’t start working with the United States and helping 
these particular issues, they’re going to have big problems, and I 
promise you that as long as we’re in this Congress — and this is not 
a Republican or Democrat issue. I mean, we’ve got Mr. Sanders, 
who is an Independent. We’ve got Democrats, Mr. Delahunt, who 
is down at the committee right now. He was with us, from Massa- 
chusetts, not the most conservative State in the Union. 

We’ve got my colleagues who are moderates and conservatives 
here, and we all agree, there is no difference of opinion. We all 
agree that the Saudis have to be taken to task, and I promise you, 
there are going to be legislative measures. I’ve already talked to 
the Secretary of State about measures that should be taken, and 
we’re going to keep beating the drum until there is a change. 

Now, you need to convey to the Saudis, as their representative, 
that we’re not going to change. We’re going to beat the hell out of 
them until they do something about these kids and bring these 
kids home; I promise you that. And you and all your PR — and I 
know you work for them and I know you’ve got to put these com- 
mercials on TV like we talked about a while ago. And I know 
you’ve got to make out these green folders with all the positives, 
if there are any, that the Saudis have. You’ve got to make them 
look good. I know that. 

But it ain’t going to stop us until we get some satisfaction about 
these kids, and if you don’t tell them, maybe the television cameras 
will tell them. It’s going to go on, and the drumbeat is going to get 
louder and louder and louder until they have to change. 

I saw the foreign minister the other day on television. It was 
kind of interesting. When I saw him in Saudi Arabia, he had all 
his robes on and everything and his princely garb; and when he 
was on American TV, he was wearing a business suit. It’s kind of 
interesting. 

You know, I don’t see him in business suits very much. So tell 
him it was a positive image he created, but it ain’t going to change 
anything. That ain’t going to change anything. 

Ms. Holmes Norton. 

Ms. Norton. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. First, I must 
thank you, above all, for your justifiably dogged determination on 
this incredible issue. I know I speak for every Member on my side 
when I assure the witnesses here that the chairman has total and 
complete, 100 percent bipartisan support for what he is doing to 
make sure that American citizens have access to their own chil- 
dren. 



746 


I’ve come out of another hearing and will have to leave before the 
State Department witnesses come forward. I want to stress that 
the chairman’s words, just now, I think should he understood to 
mean that he and we are not only in pursuit but are looking for 
a real remedy, that the series of witnesses we have had have made 
the case so indelibly that it becomes necessary, in a very difficult 
situation, to try to thread our way to a remedy. That is difficult. 
I understand. 

When relationships between and among nations involve the no- 
tion of reciprocity, what happens if one side takes a position, how 
that can produce from the other side retaliation. I understand all 
of those notions. 

On the other hand, the only polite way to describe our relation- 
ship with Saudi Arabia is, of course, schizophrenic. Perhaps the 
best way to describe it is hypocritical. 

These people believe in nothing we believe in, and yet what we 
have seen is their law trump our law. I’m not sure where the reci- 
procity is here. If, in fact, we were dealing with ordinary reciprocity 
where, one side has to remember that what it does can, in fact, af- 
fect how the other side behaves, or how other countries behave, 
that would be one thing; but the notion that a country with whom 
we supposedly have friendly relations can have law — understand, 
this is law — that trumps our law on the most fundamental rights 
such as access to your own child to whom you gave birth, or our 
own laws of kidnapping or our own laws about child abuse or 
abuse — spousal abuse, that those can be trumped by a so-called 
ally, while our State Department says, you’ve got to understand 
this is how diplomacy works, I mean, that is simply outrageous, 
shocking, won’t be accepted, isn’t accepted by anyone in this com- 
mittee or anyone in this Congress. 

In many ways I’m speaking not to — ^you’ll forgive me, sir — the 
mouthpiece of Saudi Arabia, but our own State Department, be- 
cause it’s their job, it seems to me, to find a way to a solution here. 
This is our government bending to outrageous laws — completely in- 
consistent with international law, I might add, but certainly with 
our laws. And among — the complicity of our own government an- 
gers me more than the paid representative of Saudi Arabia. 

The notion — some of the notions that have come forward in these 
hearings, such as a mother making her way to our embassy, the 
only safe ground anyone is assured of in a foreign country, and 
being told she has to get out, this isn’t any hotel, the notion that 
could happen in a foreign country; and certainly at least if some- 
body finds her way to American soil — that is where she was — there 
should be no way that somebody can be put off of American soil 
for pursuing her rights to have access to her own child, and yet our 
State representatives, our State Department in the embassy, put 
this woman out. 

Now, I’m not going to be here to question the State Department, 
but unless the State Department finds some way on its own to 
thread the eye of this needle, essentially what you’re asking for is 
congressional intervention. The chairman is also on the Inter- 
national Affairs Committee. This issue now has come to the atten- 
tion of the American people through the American media. Thus far, 
that has had little or no effect on Saudi Arabia. 
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Yes, we have seen tiny steps. They still haven’t gotten family re- 
unification to occur. So I just — I’ve come in for a few minutes out 
of another hearing that I have to attend just to make sure that 
both the State Department and the Saudi representatives under- 
stand what I’m sure the parents already understand, that this is 
an issue that animates this entire Congress. It strikes us at the 
core of what we all put first, our own families. We won’t accept this 
treatment from any ally; we won’t accept it from any enemy. 

And speaking for myself, I regard a country that would treat 
these parents as these mothers have been treated not as an ally 
at all, not as a friend at all, but I put them in the category with 
other opponents of all we believe. 

You’ve got to understand that for us, this issue knows no party. 
It has become an issue of huge concern in the Congress, and the 
State Department had better find a way to do something about it 
or the Congress of the United States is surely going to find a way 
to do something about it. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. OsE. I thank the gentlelady. 

Mr. Petruzzello, I’ve been looking through this publication. This 
is your publication on behalf of the Saudi embassy? 

Mr. Petruzzello. It’s the embassy’s materials. 

Mr. OsE. This is actually put out by the embassy? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. OsE. So presumably it represents the Saudi position? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. OsE. OK. I notice in here there are two letters, one dated 
September 9th, another dated September 17th. Did you take part 
in crafting these letters. 

The first letter is to Chairman Burton regarding his visit to 
Saudi Arabia. It’s three pages long. The second letter proposes the 
formation of a task force or ad hoc committee between our two gov- 
ernments to examine reaching the possibility of a bilateral protocol 
on the issue of child abduction. 

Did you take part in the creation of these two letters? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Is the one letter from Prince Sand to Colin 
Powell? 

Mr. OsE. Correct. 

The first letter, the September 9th letter, is from Ambassador 
Bandar bin Sultan bin Abd al-Aziz A1 to Chairman Burton; and the 
second, the September 17th letter, is from Sand al-Faysal to Sec- 
retary Powell, yes. 

Did you take part in crafting either of those letters? Perhaps the 
clerk can take these down. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. I 

Mr. OsE. Could the clerk get me another copy of those letters, 
please. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Congressman, we didn’t have anything to 
do with the letter from Colin Powell — from Prince Sand to Colin 
Powell, and the embassy drafted the letter from Prince Bandar to 
Dan Burton. I believe using some talking points that we provided 
for content of the letter, but it was drafted by the embassy. 

Mr. OsE. OK. The letter of September 9th on the third page con- 
cedes the fact that there are five cases of child abduction outstand- 
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ing. I mean, you can go through all of the tortuous logic you want, 
but at the end of the day at the top of page 3, “This leaves about 
five cases outstanding of child abduction.” 

So the Saudi Government recognizes there’s at least five cases of 
child abduction. It’s right here in black and white. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Absolutely. 

Mr. OsE. What are they doing about it? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Are you asking me on the five cases, individ- 
ually? 

Mr. Ose. Yes. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know what they’re doing about that 
specifically, but I do know that they are working to try and find 
resolutions on the cases. I couldn’t go through with you case by 
case. 

Mr. Ose. Well, they yield — they concede the fact, stipulate, if you 
will. I don’t know if that is the right term. Maybe some smart at- 
torney here can answer that. They stipulate there’s five cases of 
child abduction right there. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Ose. Maybe Ms. Kiernan can tell me whether that’s a stipu- 
lation or not. But there are five cases outstanding signed by the 
Ambassador of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia in a letter to Chair- 
man Burton, dated September 9th. 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s correct. 

Mr. Ose. So what are they doing about it? What are you — do you 
have any knowledge of any effort of anybody associated with the 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, either official or otherwise, to at least re- 
solve the five cases they’re apparently stipulating exist? 

Mr. Petruzzello. The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia has said that 
they are working on finding resolutions to all the cases that involve 
Saudis. 

Mr. Ose. Well, what about these five cases where they say they 
concede the fact, they stipulate that this is a child abduction mat- 
ter? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know specifically what those cases are 
that Prince Bandar was referring to. What they’ve said is, they 
have people and resources applied to try and find resolutions to 
these cases. 

Mr. Ose. They’re not doing anything, are they? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Pardon me? 

Mr. Ose. They’re not doing anything, are they? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I believe they are working to try and find res- 
olutions. 

Mr. Ose. Who is responsible for these five cases at the Saudi 
Arabian embassy? Who is the person, whom you may or may not 
have met with before this hearing? Who is the person at the em- 
bassy working for the Saudi Arabian Government that is respon- 
sible for these five cases? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Prince Bandar would be responsible. 

Mr. Ose. Same guy that signed the letter? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Ose. I mean, is that pretty normal, I mean, all these things 
matriculate up to the Ambassador himself? 
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Mr. Petruzzello. Well, Prince Bandar has responsibility; and 
Prince Sand, the Foreign Minister, has responsibility in Saudi Ara- 
bia. And what I believe Prince Sand has said is that he has orga- 
nized resources within his government to try and seek resolutions; 
the specifics of that I do not know. 

Mr. OSE. Well, if they’re child abduction cases, why don’t they 
just go instruct the people that these children are going home? I 
mean, that would resolve the matter. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, again, you get into the legal- 
ities of each of these cases that I can’t comment on, because I don’t 
know them. 

Mr. OSE. Well, certainly they wouldn’t write that there’s five 
cases of child abduction without having checked the legality of 
them. 

Mr. Petruzzello. And what I believe they have said is that they 
are working to find resolutions on those cases. 

Mr. OsE. But they’ve stipulated that there are five cases of child 
abduction? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, they have. 

Mr. Ose. So apparently somebody has broken either American, 
Saudi or Sharia law. 

Mr. Petruzzello. That, I don’t k now. 

Mr. Ose. Well, it’s stipulated to it right here, there are five cases 
of child abduction. 

Are you saying Saudi law supports child abduction? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I’m saying I don’t know Saudi law. 

Mr. Ose. I regret that my time is up. We’ll just keep going 
around and around here. 

Mrs. Maloney for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. Maloney. I just want to go on record in support of the ex- 
traordinary leadership that Chairman Burton has shown on this 
tremendously difficult issue. I can’t think of anything, as a mother 
of two children, more jolting than to have your children taken from 
you, and being unable to get a visa to see them. 

And as an American woman. I’m particularly concerned about 
the opportunities of freedom that American citizens born in this 
country and then illegally, I would say, abducted to Saudi Arabia, 
not having the opportunities for education or for the right even to 
marry whom you like. By Saudi law, you can only marry a Saudi 
man if you’re a woman. And many other rights are taken from you. 

I am here. We are in a Financial Services Committee meeting at 
this time, but I wanted to come and show my support to the com- 
mittee staff, and to Chairman Burton, on their efforts to get these 
children reunited with their families, to restore their American citi- 
zenship and to allow the freedoms to these people that they’re enti- 
tled to as American citizens. 

I know that the Saudi Government is an ally of our country. We 
have worked together on many joint causes of concern, and my 
message to you, Mr. Petruzzello, is to take to the Saudi Govern- 
ment the tremendous concern that we, as American citizens and 
Members of Congress, have on this issue. 

According to our laws — our laws, it’s kidnapping. It is a kidnap- 
ping, literally: taking away the children that are American citizens, 
dividing the rights of families to see their children, and in many 
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cases, not allowing these children to come back to America. I think 
that this is outrageous, and I think that we need to change the 
laws. We need the cooperation of the Saudi Government. 

To deny visas to Americans who want to come and see their chil- 
dren is just plain, flat wrong, and these families need to be re- 
united. I’m appealing to Chairman Burton to come forward with 
new rules, regulations on visas and passports and every other way 
to really protect the rights of Americans to protect their children 
from abduction and the rights of Americans to regain their children 
once they have been abducted. 

We have sat through many, many tear-jerking hearings where 
parents, both fathers and mothers, have come and told about chil- 
dren, siblings that don’t see their siblings, children that were sto- 
len, that they no longer have the right to see. It’s outrageous, and 
it’s wrong, and I feel that there must be a will and a way to correct 
it. 

But it would be helpful if the Saudi Government would be sen- 
sitive to the rights of individuals, the rights of American citizens 
and really work with our government to correct this, not only on 
an individual basis but in a sweeping law or an agreement of regu- 
lations what this doesn’t happen in the future so that the families 
are reunited. And I yield my time to the chairman, and I congratu- 
late your extraordinary leadership on it. I mean that sincerely. 
And, Mr. Burton, I wanted to, with your permission, set up a meet- 
ing in a bipartisan way with the Women’s Caucus, because family 
issues are very important to women on both sides of the aisle; and 
I would like to join you, with the support of the Women’s Caucus, 
in championing this issue for the reunification of families and real- 
ly protecting the rights of American citizens. 

Mr. Burton. Well, Mrs. Maloney, let me just say that we will 
have legislation dealing with passports, entrance stamps and exit 
stamps which should help the Immigration and Naturalization peo- 
ple help get a handle on this. We will have legislation dealing with 
visas for Saudis, maybe the Saudi Royal Family or people in the 
Saudi Government who may want to come to the United States; 
and if they’re complicit or involved in any of these things, we may 
have legislation that would deny them visas until these things are 
resolved, so they can’t come and visit the United States and go to 
some of these very expensive stores where they buy their jewelry 
and things, so they can’t buy those things. 

I believe the State Department is also looking at some of these 
things that we might be able to do without even having a bill 
passed. But we’re going to do that, and I really appreciate your 
commitment to get the Women’s Caucus on board, because there’s 
nothing stronger as a caucus than a Women’s Caucus. 

Congressman Kerns. 

Mr. Kerns. Well, thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I, too, want to 
commend you in your efforts, you and your staff, for bringing this 
important issue before the Congress, and really before the world. 
And I have to thank all of the people that have helped participate 
in this hearing today, particularly Ms. Tonetti. Although I don’t 
serve on this committee, she is a constituent of mine from Terre 
Haute. 
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I went to Indiana State, as well, she went to Indiana State, so 
the roots run deep; and I can tell you that it breaks my heart when 
I hear these stories, one by one, and when I hear and see the Saudi 
Government not assisting. 

I accompanied Chairman Burton to Saudi Arabia and met with 
the Foreign Minister, asked him directly, was there not some re- 
sponsibility if, in fact, there is a U.S. court ruling, granting cus- 
tody, and then also an additional court ruling not to take the chil- 
dren from the United States? 

The Foreign Minister’s response was quite unacceptable to me, to 
Members on the trip, and I’m sure to this Congress, when he said 
that “We do not recognize U.S. law.” 

Now, the question that I would have, don’t you think that while 
in the United States, those from Saudi Arabia and other countries 
have a responsibility to obey the laws of this country while in the 
United States? 

Mr. Petruzzello. The Saudis who visit this country, do they 
have an obligation to obey U.S. law? 

Mr. Kerns. That’s right. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I would say, you know, that Saudi Arabia 
would certainly agree with that and would probably add that of all 
visitors to the United States, that the Saudis have one of the few- 
est incidents of law-breaking of, you know, the countries that visit 
the United States. 

Mr. Kerns. Well, there’s certainly evidence they’ve not followed 
U.S. law. What about those that assisted in — or helping arrange 
these children to be taken from this country, in fact, kidnapped 
from this country? Aren’t those individuals breaking U.S. law? And 
do you think those individuals, those Saudis, should be permitted 
to stay in the United States? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I’m not an attorney, and I don’t 
understand or know what are the legal implications of people who 
are involved in this, and I really couldn’t comment on it. 

Mr. Kerns. You don’t understand that if someone breaks a law 
in this country, they should suffer consequences for breaking that 
law? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Of course. 

Mr. Kerns. That’s what I was asking. 

Mr. Petruzzello. But then, if I understood your question, if 
you’re talking about foreign diplomats, you know, I don’t under- 
stand what — how that works. 

Mr. Burton. If the gentleman would yield, foreign diplomats 
are — cannot be prosecuted; you know, they’re on — unless the gov- 
ernment in question agrees. But what we can do. Representative 
Kerns, is, we can get our State Department to make them persona 
non grata and send them home. 

In other words, if they’re working here in the visa section or the 
passport section of the Saudi embassy, and they’ve been supportive 
of giving passports to children when the courts have contacted 
them, as in the cases with Ms. McClain and Ms. Tonetti, then 
those people can be sent home, and anybody else that does that 
could be sent out of the country as non — persona non grata in this 
country. 
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Mr. Kerns. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I think that’s a good 
point. 

Also I would offer that because of this issue and because of the 
refusal of the Saudis to cooperate in what we think is a reasonable 
manner and timeframe, we are now looking at many, many issues 
involving our relationship with Saudi Arabia — perhaps the first 
time we’re examining our relationship with Saudi Arabia. And 
these hearings and this issue have been, in part, the catalyst; and 
it’s not going away. We’re going to be looking at students that come 
to this country, the length of time they’re here, who are not making 
progress, why they’re being allowed to come into this country when 
they’re not, in fact, pursuing an education in a reasonable manner. 
Those students that remain here for 20 years and do not have a 
degree, we’re not going to permit this to continue; we’re not going 
to tolerate it. 

And we have a phrase, “opening a can of worms.” It has opened 
a can of worms. And we’re going to pursue this, and I know Chair- 
man Burton is not going to let go of this, and I would — and you 
obviously run your own business, but if I were advising my client, 
I would remove this issue from a host of issues that we’re now 
looking at because of what this issue has raised. With that, Mr. 
Chairman, I yield back. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Clay, I understand you don’t have any ques- 
tions right now; is that correct? 

Mr. Clay. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a brief statement. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Clay, you’re recognized. 

Mr. Clay. Thank you. 

Let me first thank you for conducting what I consider to be an 
extraordinary hearing; I am just amazed at the fact of the scene 
that’s unfolding at this time. I am curious to see how we resolve 
this issue, how do we resolve reuniting these children with their 
families. And I don’t know, maybe the witness can help us with 
that. 

How do you see us ending this? Where do we go? I mean, how 
do we reunite families, or do we? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I think what the Government of 
Saudi Arabia has proposed is a bilateral protocol that would help 
bridge the differences in United States and Saudi law and would 
help — enable both governments to work better together to find res- 
olutions to these issues faster. And that is the sincere desire of the 
Saudi Government. 

Mr. Clay. What does that mean? Does that mean that eventually 
there will be joint custody, visitation privileges? Just exactly where 
are we going with this? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Well, I think that would be a question to best 
refer to our State Department and to the government itself; but 
that what they are — what the government is saying is that closer 
cooperation is needed and new mechanisms are needed to address 
these issues. 

Mr. Clay. What about these families sitting here in this room, 
the families that have been impacted, the sisters and the brothers 
who have lost sisters and brothers, the mothers and the fathers 
who have lost, or the fathers who have lost contact with these chil- 
dren? How do we handle that emotional strain? 
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Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, I don’t think anyone could not 
feel great sympathy for the families that are involved in these 
issues, and it’s not lost on the Saudi Government how important 
this is, both to the families and to Saudi-U.S. relations. 

Mr. Clay. All right. Thank you for that. 

Mr. Burton. Would the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. Clay. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burton. If it’s not lost on the Saudi Government — and I 
know you’re their PR guy and you’ve got to make them look good, 
but I’ve got to tell you, I looked them right in the eye when I was 
over there. It’s lost on them. It’s lost on them. They don’t know 
what — they don’t care. They will give you lip service and they will 
pay you $200,000 bucks a month to make them look good, but they 
don’t care. They don’t care about these women and their kids. They 
don’t care. 

The men rule. The men rule. If you’re a woman and your hus- 
band says, you don’t go to the bathroom, you don’t go to the bath- 
room. If the husband says, you don’t go out the front door, you 
don’t go out the front door. They say to the kids, you do this. If 
you don’t, they tie you up and beat the hell out of you like we were 
hearing about earlier. 

I mean, come on. To make it look like they have a humane face 
regarding the people whose kids have been kidnapped and taken 
away from them is just a dad-gum lie. It’s just a lie. They don’t 
care. And if they do care, they’d do something about it. And for 
them to say, you know, this is religious law and we’re the reli- 
gious — we’re the leaders of this country, and we can’t violate that 
and we can’t do this and that, they can do it. 

When we were over there, Amjad, I talked to them and we raised 
Cain about that, finally they gave her a passport and an exit visa, 
but you know what they did? They waited until her father married 
her off to a guy who was 42 years old that she had never met. She 
didn’t even know the guy. I’m sitting there with her and her new 
husband. She just met him, 42 years old; he’s got a wife and sev- 
eral other kids, and he’s a friend of the father. And he’s got to sign 
off to let her go; and the Saudis say, well, he’s got to sign off to 
let her go. Come on. 

Mr. Shays. 

Mr. Shays. Thank you. I know we need to get to the next panel, 
so I won’t go into great depth. 

But, Mr. Petruzzello, just so I’m clear, as Ms. Tonetti pointed 
out, I had an opportunity to look at some of the information in this 
document, the document here. I want to be clear. We’ve already 
been asked about the letters. 

Did you have anything to do with either of the articles? You’re 
familiar with what’s in the packet, correct? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Pardon me. I’m familiar with what’s in the 
packet, but I can’t see it from here. 

Mr. Shays. Well, these are the two articles. Did you have any- 
thing to do with preparing these two articles? 

Mr. Petruzzello. The Washington Post article, that is the one 
from the Associated Press? 

Mr. Shays. Why don’t you get out the packet that your office pre- 
pared. 
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Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t have it. 

Mr. Shays. Isn’t this packet something you gave out? 

Mr. Petruzzello. This was distributed by the embassy? 

Mr. Shays. Right. Is this something that you helped prepare? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Shays. Let’s give him the whole packet. I don’t want to be 
disingenuous, but you helped prepare this packet? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. I just want to be accurate in terms of your 
questions. 

Mr. Shays. I know you do. So I’m saying this is a packet that 
you helped prepare, but it was distributed by the embassy; is that 
correct? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Pardon me? 

Mr. Shays. This is a packet that you helped prepare, but it’s dis- 
tributed by the embassy. 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s correct. 

Mr. Shays. The two letters you’ve already responded to, how you 
got involved in those. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Right. 

Mr. Shays. The two articles, did you help prepare those articles? 

Mr. Petruzzello. The article by Donna Abu-Nasr. She’s with 
the Associated Press, and no, I did not help with that article. 

Mr. Shays. The Wall Street Journal. 

Mr. Petruzzello. The Wall Street Journal, this is his letter to 
the Wall Street 

Mr. Shays, “we Are Not Holding Americans Captive,” did you 
help prepare that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. And as I previously testified, we provided 
some talking points to the embassy, but this was developed by the 
embassy and by Prince Bandar. 

Mr. Shays. And then “The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia Is Fully 
Committed to Resolving Parent-Child Abduction Cases,” did you 
help prepare that? 

And when I say you, I mean you or anyone in your 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. Yes. We helped the Saudi embassy pre- 
pare this. 

Mr. Shays. So when I’m asking questions about opinions and 
knowledge of the families, in order to prepare this, you would have 
had to have done some research about these cases. Is that not cor- 
rect? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Well, we would have taken information that 
we were given from the embassy in helping them prepare this let- 
ter. 

Mr. Shays. Let me ask the question again. In order to help make 
suggestions and make a contribution of what should go in here, you 
would have had to have familiarized yourself somewhat with these 
cases; is that not correct. 

Mr. Petruzzello. On the individual cases we have some basic 
familiarity, but we do not know the details of them, no. 

Mr. Shays. But you had enough information in order to make a 
contribution and make suggestions for this document; is that not 
correct? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, depending on what exactly you’re refer- 
ring to. You know, we have an understanding of what’s in here. 
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Mr. Shays. Let me just make reference to — it’s not numbered but 
it’s the fourth page. It relates to Al-Arifi and Mrs. Tonetti, correct? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Shays. And I’m going to read it. It says: A meeting was ar- 
ranged with Representative Brian Kerns of Indiana and Joanna 
Stephenson’s children. The children are of the ages 12 , 11, and 7, 
and were abducted by Saudi ex-husband in August 2000. Rep- 
resentative Kerns met with the children and arranged a telephone 
call between the children and their mother. This case is in the 
process of being resolved. 

We’re talking correctly about Ms. Tonetti’s case; correct? 

Mr. Petruzzello. This case has to deal with Ms. Tonetti? 

Mr. Shays. Yes. 

Mr. Petruzzello. OK. 

Mr. Shays. Correct? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I believe so, yes. I didn’t 

Mr. Shays. I want you to react to what’s in this document and 
tell me where there’s accuracy and where there isn’t. 

Ms. Tonetti. Well it’s extremely accurate where is says that 
they were abducted, which is a crime in this country, I believe, and 
I am sure it is a crime 

Mr. Shays. Do me a favor. Just let me ask some questions. 

Ms. Tonetti. OK. 

Mr. Shays. In regards to this, is this the first time that you’ve 
seen the Saudi Government admit that they were abducted? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Shays. OK. So would you call at least this part of it 
progress? 

Ms. Tonetti. As far as they’re being honest, yes. 

Mr. Shays. About finally acknowledging that your children were 
abducted? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes. 

Mr. Shays. OK. Now — and would you then speak to the second 
part? I mean, you know, I appreciate what Mr. Kerns, what Rep- 
resentative Kerns has done, “this case is in the process of being re- 
solved.” Explain to me how you interpret that. 

Ms. Tonetti. “resolved” I would interpret as bringing three 
American children home. I have no clue as to how it is being re- 
solved. This is the first time I’ve ever seen that. 

Mr. Shays. OK. So have you felt that this case is being resolved? 

Ms. Tonetti. No, I have not. 

Mr. Shays. OK. Under what basis, Mr. Petruzzello, would you 
say this is being a resolved case. How is it being resolved? 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s the position of the Saudi Embassy. 

Mr. Shays. OK. But explain to me their position. 

Mr. Petruzzello. What they have said is that they are working 
on finding resolutions to these cases. I don’t know about the par- 
ticulars of this case, so I can’t comment on it. 

Mr. Shays. Ms. Tonetti, tell me, in the last — tell me how — what 
contacts have you now had with the Saudi Government or with 
your former husband or with — not with your children, because 
they’re not resolving it, they’re still too young for that. I mean, 
they’re held captive, and they were abducted and held captive. So 
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the question I’m asking you is, tell me, to your — explain “resolved” 
as it relates to your side of the story. How is it being resolved? 

Ms. Tonetti. As far as I know, I don’t know how it’s being re- 
solved. I think the 

Mr. Shays. Has the Saudi Government been in contact with you? 

Ms. Tonetti. I did meet with some officials yesterday. 

Mr. Shays. First time? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes. 

Mr. Shays. First time. 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes. 

Mr. Shays. And did they talk about how they were going to bring 
your children home again? 

Ms. Tonetti. No. 

Mr. Shays. They didn’t talk about how they were going to bring 
your abducted children home. 

Ms. Tonetti. No. 

Mr. Shays. OK. The gist of it was — can you share that with us, 
if you care to? 

Ms. Tonetti. The gist of it was trying to get some semblance of 
contact between me and my children on a hopefully regular basis. 

Mr. Shays. So they weren’t talking about returning your ab- 
ducted children. They were talking about somehow having you 
have contact. 

Let me ask you, your children were abducted in August 2000, so 
we’re basically talking now 2 years. Again, describe — and I know 
you have answered it — how often have you seen your children? 

Ms. Tonetti. Never. 

Mr. Shays. How often have you spoken to them? 

Ms. Tonetti. Twice. 

Mr. Shays. OK. And that’s been when? 

Ms. Tonetti. August 30th of this year, thanks to Congressman 
Kerns, and yesterday. 

Mr. Shays. OK. Now, I just for a second want to have you put 
yourself in the position of Pat Roush, OK? Your children are now — 
are age 12, 11, and 7. Is that the age — that’s the ages they are 
now; is that correct? 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Shays. So they were basically 10, 9 and 5. 

Ms. Tonetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Shays. OK. And I’m not trying to bring pain to you here, my 
friend, but I want you to put yourself in Pat Roush’s position. Her 
children were — for the record, Mr. Wilson, would you tell me the 
ages of her three children when they were kidnapped? 

Mr. Wilson. Two children, very young. Infant children. Infant 
children. Now 23. 

Mr. Shays. Well I have the ages somewhere else. Excuse me. 
Alia was 3 and Aisha was 7. That’s the ages. Now, if they had 
been — and they have been separated now from their parents for 17 
years. 

Do you think it’s possible that if your children had been sepa- 
rated from you for 17 years, in other words, when they were — they 
were 10, they would be 27 — when they were 9, they would be 17 
years older; when they were 5, they would be 17 years older. Do 
you think it’s possible that they might say after 17 years of being 
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incarcerated and not able to meet with you — that they might say 
that they, heaven forbid, may not love you or they may not want 
to see you again? Do you think that’s possible, as horrific as that 
thought is. 

Ms. Tonetti. I think after 17 years of Saudi brainwashing, they 
would say anything that the Saudis wanted. 

Mr. Shays. So I’m going to ask your opinion about this, not Mrs. 
Roush’s opinion. Do you think that 17 years later, do you think it 
is a coincidence that the one case that they sought to highlight and 
suggest that there was no incarceration, would be — of all these 11 
families — that it would be the family that had been not in con- 
tact — the mother had not been in any meaningful contact in 17 
years? And “meaningful contact,” I don’t mean calling on the phone 
or coming to see one in the room. Meaningful contact is where 
you’re able to put your arms around your child, be able to walk 
around the street, being able to see your child, maybe perform in 
some school program, maybe to be able to tuck your child in at 
night. 

Do you think after 17 years of not having that, that it was a co- 
incidence that the one family they chose to highlight, to dem- 
onstrate that no one was being held against their will would be 
this family? 

Ms. Tonetti. I think it’s very coincidental and highly suspect. 

Mr. Shays. OK. And do you also — and I would ask you Ms. 
McClain, and I would ask you, Mr. Rives, the same question. 

Ms. McClain. Yes. I agree with her that 17 years of brainwash- 
ing would do severe emotional damage to these girls. I saw my 
daughter this summer. She was not the same child that left me 5 
years ago. She doesn’t smile. She doesn’t laugh. She only talks 
when her father lets her talk. I think she needs psychological help, 
and it’s only been 5 years. 

Mr. Shays. Mr. Rives. And refresh me again, Mr. Rives, in terms 
of your case. Your child is 

Mr. Rives. Sami and Lilly, they’re 3 and 4 and they were taken 
a year and a half ago. 

Mr. Shays. So, I mean, let me just ask you this parenthetically. 
Do you think that they would treat you differently a year from now 
or 5 years from now or 10 years from now than they would today? 
Do you think that with each passing year you may lose contact 
with your children, that they may not have the same warmth to 
you that they might if you saw them today? 

Mr. Rives. My children only speak Arabic and they’re only being 
taught Arabic. They only know me from a voice on a telephone. 
And if they have to go through those many years without seeing 
me or even talking to me in a language they can understand, 
they’re going to say. Daddy, where were you? 

Mr. Shays. So, I mean, it’s almost — not almost, it’s totally mean- 
ingless, would not all three of you say, to have a press conference 
in London after 17 years, somehow describing that? 

Mr. Rives. No, it’s ridiculous. 

Mr. Shays. Would you say it’s ridiculous, Ms. McClain? 

Ms. McClain. Yes, I would. And it’s very dishonest and disingen- 
uous on the part of the Saudi Arabian Government. 

Mr. Shays. Ms. Tonetti. 
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Ms. Tonetti. I agree. It’s very disingenuous. 

Mr. Shays. Now, Mr. Petruzzello, don’t you think that with every 
passing year — and tell me your children’s name — not their name; 
excuse me, I do not want to bring your children’s name — I apolo- 
gize for even suggesting that. My apology to you. You do have chil- 
dren, correct? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I have one son, yes. 

Mr. Shays. Yes. And how old is he? 

Mr. Petruzzello. He’s 6. 

Mr. Shays. Don’t you think it’s conceivable if you had no mean- 
ingful contact with your son for 10 years that he might not feel as 
close to you as he feels now? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Absolutely. 

Mr. Shays. OK. So as a PR person, now, do you think there’s 
much validity for your client in having a family have this event 17 
years after being abducted from their mother? Do you think that 
has much public relations benefit? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, it does not. 

Mr. Shays. OK. Would you have advised them against doing 
that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Against doing what? 

Mr. Shays. Having this charade of bringing a family to try to 
demonstrate that no one is being held against their will? 

Mr. Petruzzello. My recommendation to them, I think, which 
is consistent with their goal, is to have the girls come to the United 
States. And the Saudi Government said they would like to have the 
family reunited. 

Mr. Shays. OK. There have been very strong words today by a 
lot of us, and we might choose to express it more diplomatically in 
one sense. But the one thing I think that all of us are trying to 
convince your client, and so we are speaking to you — through you 
to your client — is that we as Members of Congress get involved 
with cases all over the world bringing children that have been ab- 
ducted. I can cite cases in other countries. And we’ve even had the 
police in Romania go and bring back a child. They only found one. 

They didn’t find the second, because they didn’t go into the 
house. And we said, you know, that’s kind of dumb because the 
other one was in the house. They went in the house and couldn’t 
find it. We said, well, that’s kind of dumb because it may not be 
in the house, but they may be somewhere else. 

They kept at it and they eventually reunited this mother with 
her two children. And we also knew that this mother could go in 
Romania and travel and speak to the press. We don’t see that 
same — that same ability to Saudi Arabia. So I want to say to you, 
and through you, to your — the government you’re representing — 
that it is a totally meaningless thing to have Mrs. Roush’s children 
be put on display in London, not in the United States, not with 
their parent, to say what these children have said after 17 years. 

And while there seem to be 11 or 12 cases in dispute, which the 
Saudi Government may say is less than others, there are some 
huge differences. And that whether Mr. Burton or I or anyone else 
is reelected, we know that there will be others here who will pur- 
sue this with all the intensity that you can possibly imagine. 
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And then I am just going to conclude by saying politicians get 
elected doing things to get attention. I mean, all of those are accu- 
sations. But there is — and I’ve lost my page on it — there is in the 
document you distributed a claim — and could you read me the — Mr. 
Wilson, can you read me on the document the claim about the pur- 
pose of this is only being for public relations? Do you know where 
it is? Maybe you could find it. You find it for me, sir. You help do 
this. Read that line where it says that this is solely for public rela- 
tions. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Which document do you think it’s in? 

Mr. Shays. Well, one of the documents in the green folder. And 
I’m willing to just have you wait while you find it. We’ll see who 
can find it sooner. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman 

Mr. Shays. We’ll keep waiting. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Not trying to be cute here, but the line does 
not spring to mind. I am not clear whether it’s in one of the letters 
or one of the materials. 

Mr. Shays. OK. Well, we have it in the article. 

Mr. Petruzzello. It’s in the article. 

Mr. Shays. Let’s find it in a few other places. No, I know it’s 
there, so I have total comfort level. The abduction of any children 
is the human tragedy that should not be politicized is one com- 
ment. In the 

Mr. Petruzzello. You’re looking at Prince Bandar’s letter to the 
Wall Street Journal? 

Mr. Shays. The Wall Street article. Turning this issue into a po- 
litical football for publicity’s sake clouds the realities and com- 
plicates the path toward resolution. 

Protocol to save children — where is it here? It’s not a govern- 
ment-to-government problem. It’s a family problem which is short 
of absurd. You know, the fact is that if Mr. Burton hadn’t pub- 
licized this, had others not made this an issue, had the parents not 
spoken out, they would have surrendered, and the fact is that Ms. 
Tonetti would not see this statement that her three children were 
abducted. That would never have been stated. And we wouldn’t see 
this case is in the process of being resolved. 

I’d also like you to just pass onto your client that the only way 
you resolve this case is returning the abducted children. That’s the 
only way you resolve it, because they were abducted. 

And so, you know, I would just say to the chairman, keep push- 
ing; to the staff, thank you for your good work. 

To the very precious parents, the way you reach us is to just 
have us think of our own children. And our hearts bleed for you. 
And we don’t intend to bring you any more pain by the questions 
we ask, or add to your tears, but you have a right to expect that 
your government will speak up for you. You have a right to know 
that NBC employees will work on your behalf for justice. You have 
all those rights of expectation. 

And to Mrs. Roush, I would say to you, you have waited the long- 
est and your wait has to be even more painful. But I do know you’ll 
never give up. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Shays. 
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Let me go through some questions here that we want to have an- 
swered for the record rather than me expounding anymore. I think 
you have an idea how I feel about all this. The case of Amjad 
Radwan is a high-profile case and it involves a 19-year-old girl who 
has consistently maintained that she wants to leave Saudi Arabia 
and return to the United States just before the congressional dele- 
gation left for Saudi Arabia, her father put her in the hospital to 
have her stomach stapled so she could lose some weight. Then he 
married her to a 42-year-old Saudi Air Force pilot who already had 
a wife and five children. 

Do you think her getting married — she was all packed and ready 
to come, and about 3, 4 days before we got there — is that right — 
she was taken and left in the middle of the night. The day we left 
here to go over there, she was — left in the middle of the night. She 
couldn’t drive a car, so somebody picked her up and drove her 
someplace. And she was then with her new husband whom she 
really had just met. Do you think all that was a coincidence? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, I don’t know anything about 
that. I would — I could probably say with some confidence that the 
government is not involved in that. 

Mr. Burton. Can you say with confidence that the government 
was not involved in that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. In having her married. 

Mr. Burton. No, no. Wait a minute. Her father was contacted 
by the Saudi Government, you know, saying that they wanted to 
work this out, they said. And then she was married to a 42-year- 
old man with five children. And then we met with her, and she was 
extremely nervous and looking back and forth, saying she wanted 
to come to the United States, but not now. And you don’t think the 
government had anything to do with that. You think this was just 
something that was between the father and this guy? 

Mr. Petruzzello. The government has said that was a family 
matter that 

Mr. Burton. And why should I believe the government, because 
they have had no involvement in giving passports to these women’s 
kids when the court ordered them not to and gave the information 
to the Saudi embassy here. So we should believe them? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I think what the government has said is that 
they have been working on enabling Amjad Radwan to come to the 
United States. 

Mr. Burton. Well, when did you just first hear about the mar- 
riage of her to this guy? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know exactly when I heard about it. It 
was very recently. I think it was in something — either a report on 
your trip, I think it was actually. I think 

Mr. Burton. So you didn’t hear about it until after we were 
back. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I think I actually heard about it through one 
of your media appearances. 

Mr. Burton. You have previously told the committee staff that 
members of the Saudi Royal Family were personally involved in 
this case. Did any Saudi Government official or member of the 
Royal Family have conversation with Amjad Radwan’s family that 
you know of? 
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Mr. Petruzzello. I understand that these representatives of the 
Saudi Government have had contact with her family. 

Mr. Burton. Do you know when those conversations began? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Burton. Can you tell us anything about those conversations 
between the government and Amjad? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I cannot. 

Mr. Burton. Do you know who the conversations were with? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Burton. You’re getting $200,000 a month and you don’t 
know any of those things on this issue. Man, I ought to get your 
job. Man, I could just sit at home and watch TV and get $200,000 
a month. Because you expressed great optimism to the committee 
that this case would be settled in a way that would be favorably 
received by the committee. Then on August 23rd you had a dif- 
ferent message, and you said that the case was now proving more 
difficult. Why was there a change? 

You said it was going to be settled in a way that would be favor- 
able to the committee. That’s what you told my staff. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. And then on August 23rd you had a different mes- 
sage, and you said it’s proving more difficult. Now, why was there 
a change? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Because the feedback that the Saudi Govern- 
ment was getting was that she was telling our embassy and the 
government that while she wanted to leave Saudi Arabia, without 
anyone’s permission, she didn’t want to do so now. And I think that 
perplexed everyone involved. 

Mr. Burton. You don’t think she was under any pressure from 
anybody or anything? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, my position is 

Mr. Burton. I looked at her eyes. I couldn’t see anything but her 
eyes because she had an abaya on, d she was trembling like this, 
she’d say I want to go to America; then she’d look at this guy who 
she just met and then she’d say, but I don’t want to go right now. 

This week lobbyists were passing out a memo that said Amjad 
Radwan has been — the case has been resolved. Has he been pass- 
ing these out? Have you been passing those out? The green packet 
says that case has been resolved. And yet just before the congres- 
sional delegation went to Saudi Arabia, Amjad had her stomach 
stapled and was married to a man 22 years older than her who had 
a wife and five children. Is that what you mean by resolving the 
case, or just her getting a passport? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, the position of the government 
is that she has a passport and the ability to leave. The government 
doesn’t know what else they can do at this point. 

Mr. Burton. Do you know when she was married? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I do not. 

Mr. Burton. Was the operation that she went through and the 
marriage part of the resolution of this case? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I have no idea. 

Mr. Burton. You don’t have any idea? Do you think that Foreign 
Minister Saud had the facts right when he said that Amjad claimed 
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that she had been sexually molested by her own full brother? By 
her full brother — by her brother. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Can you repeat that? That Prince Saud 
said 

Mr. Burton. Do you think that Foreign Minister Saud had the 
facts right when he said that Amjad claimed that she had been sex- 
ually molested by her brother? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Burton. You don’t know about that either. 

According to Amjad’s brother, when he and his sister lived with 
their father and stepmother they were treated, in his words, like 
dogs. They were both beaten and forced to eat on the floor. Both 
were physically and sexually abused, according to Amjad’s brother 
and mother. Do you think it matters if an American citizen is held 
against her will in Saudi Arabia and is treated like a dog? And this 
came from the brother. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Do I think 

Mr. Burton. Do you think it matters if they’re treated like that 
over there? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know how to comment on that. 

Mr. Burton. Well, do you think that you would want anybody 
to be treated like that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Oh, of course not. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Do you know enough about this case to be com- 
fortable with the representation that the Amjad case has been re- 
solved? Do you think you know enough about that case to say it’s 
been resolved? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. I could reiterate, Mr. Chairman what 

Mr. Burton. Well, you put in that green folder that it’s been re- 
solved. Now you heard some of these things. Do you think you have 
enough information to say that it’s been successfully resolved? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Well, the information from the embassy, reit- 
erates their position, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. That it’s been resolved. 

Mr. Petruzzello. That she has the ability to leave the country 
when she chooses to do so and that the government is at a loss of 
where to go from there. 

Mr. Burton. She can leave the country when she chooses to do 
so, like the two young ladies that were in England had the right 
to free speech, with their husbands and the other people in the en- 
tourage sitting outside. And they have been brought up in a very 
repressive society where women are beaten or threatened or worse 
if they don’t do what their husbands said. And so you think that 
she is speaking — and she could leave of her own free will if she 
wants to now after growing up in that kind of environment. 

Let me ask you about the million-dollar bribe. The Saudi Foreign 
Minister told the U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia that I and the 
committee’s chief counsel met with Amjad and her new husband 
and they told Prince Saud that they’d been offered $1 million by 
me to come to the United States. When did you first hear of this 
accusation? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I first heard about that, it was after you had 
returned to the United States. 

Mr. Burton. Do you think I offered them $1 million? 
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Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, I think that was absurd. 

Mr. Burton. Yeah. The U.S. Ambassador was also told that 
Amjad and her husband said that they would stay in Saudi Arabia 
if the Saudi Government gave them more than $1 million. In a 
high profile case like this, do you really think it’s likely that a 
scared 19-year-old and a Saudi Air Force pilot would attempt to ex- 
tort money from the Saudi family? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I never heard anything about that. 

Mr. Burton. Yeah. Well, I’ve got to tell you I think that’s a little 
far-fetched when you know how they treat people over there who 
break the law, you know. Pretty severe. Try to extort money from 
the Royal Family over there. My goodness. Somebody ought to 
write a novel about this. Apparently the husband signed a state- 
ment alleging — describing the alleged bribe. Have you seen that 
statement? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I have not. 

Mr. Burton. You have not seen that? OK. Can I get a copy of 
what? Can you get us a copy of the statement? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Can I personally? I don’t think so. I could 

Mr. Burton. Well, you work for them, for crying out loud. Will 
you ask them? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I will relay your request to the embassy. 

Mr. Burton. Well, will you ask them; say, hey, can you give me 
a copy? Just ask them. 

Mr. Petruzzello. OK. 

Mr. Burton. We have to go for a vote and we have — Chris, were 
you going to go over to vote? Representative Shays. 

Mr. Shays. Just one last point, just very quickly. 

Mr. Burton. OK. 

Mr. Shays. Just as I was going through, just on the front page 
of — the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia is fully committed to resolving 
parental and child abduction cases. 

The second paragraph: There’s been a great deal of confusion, 
misconceptions, surrounding the issue of child custody and abduc- 
tion. Some have charged that Saudi Arabia is holding Americans 
against their will. This is absolutely not true. 

I think even the statements of the Saudi Government through 
this has suggested that the abductions are against their will. 

But then they say, and then they go on to say — but there are 
some who are more eager to make headlines than make progress 
on this issue. 

And I would just say to you, I think without the administration, 
without your chairmanship — excuse me a second, excuse me, Mr. 
Chairman — without this committee making a forceful attempt to 
bring this to public attention, I don’t think we’d see the progress 
we’ve seen. And so I guess that’s the response that the Saudi Gov- 
ernment wants to make, but I think it’s mindless. Thank you. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Shays. 

I ask unanimous consent that Chief Counsel Wilson can conclude 
the questioning while I run over to the floor to vote. I will be right 
back and, without objection, so ordered. So he’s going to ask ques- 
tions of the witnesses. I’ll be back just as soon as I can finish this 
vote. 
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Mr. Wilson. It’s always good when you start to question people 
and everyone leaves the room, so I will be very very brief. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Wilson, would you mind if we took a brief 
break? 

Mr. Wilson. That would be fine. If we could keep it very brief, 
say, to a couple of minutes, and we will try and finish this panel 
quickly. 

Mr. Burton. Excuse me. I think we will stand in recess until the 
fall of the gavel. I don’t want to do anything that might be ques- 
tioned by the rules of the House. We will be back in a minute. 

[Recess.] 

Mr. OSE [presiding]. We’re going to reconvene here. All right, 
here’s what we’re going to do, ladies and gentlemen. We’re going 
to have — we have a vote on right now. We have about 5 minutes 
left. Then we have two privileged resolutions on the floor, so Mem- 
bers are going to be going back and forth as the debate goes on. 

We are going to proceed with questions. Counsel to the staff — 
to the committee, per the chairman’s directive, is going to ask some 
questions, and to the extent Members come in and have additional 
questions those will get asked also. 

Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wilson. Just finishing off the line of questions on Amjad 
Radwan, are you able, Mr. Petruzzello to provide any assurances 
to the committee that Amjad Radwan was not coerced or that she 
has not been subject to incredible pressure? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I can’t give you any personal assurances, no. 

Mr. Wilson. Do you think that she was afforded the types of 
basic rights that would allow her to make an informed decision 
about her future? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, I don’t know, Mr. Wilson, anything 
about her family or her family situation to comment on that. 

Mr. Wilson. Just to return to one issue. We’re trying to complete 
a record as much as possible, so I’ll go through this very quickly. 
But you told us earlier that you didn’t watch the hearing yester- 
day, and you told us that you had not been briefed about the hear- 
ing. But you have been able to hear today from Ms. Tonetti and 
Ms. McClain, Mr. Rives, and Ms. Dabbagh, and you have certainly 
learned a lot about the Roush case and the case of Amjad Radwan. 

Is it fair to say that you’ve learned in the last couple of days that 
kidnapped U.S. citizens in Saudi Arabia are under a great deal of 
pressure or duress? Is that a fair characterization? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I would say, listening to the testimony, that 
would be the impression one would gets. 

Mr. Wilson. So do you have confidence that when a Saudi — 
when a woman who is in Saudi Arabia makes a statement that she 
is representing faithfully what she really thinks? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Wilson, you’re asking me a hypothetical. 
You know, I don’t know how to comment on that. 

Mr. Wilson. Well, the only reason I asked you this is because 
you’re prepared to put your name and the name of your company 
on the publications that are handed out and the letters that go into 
the newspapers and the representations to us, so it is important for 
us to know whether you believe that what’s being communicated is 
accurate. 
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And so I think it is important for us to understand what you do 
believe. And so, you know, I ask you again, do you have confidence 
that when a woman in Saudi Arabia makes a statement, that it is 
an accurate depiction of what she believes? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I’ve had an opportunity to meet a number of 
women in Saudi Arabia and have seen a number of women, you 
know, come here to the United States. And of the women that I’ve 
met from Saudi Arabia, I’ve had no reason to think that what they 
have said is not how they feel. 

Mr. Wilson. Now, let’s move quickly to the kidnap cases where 
you have women, sometimes men, who are kidnapped. Do you put 
them in the same category as the people you were just describing? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You’re talking about individuals that I’ve 
never met and situations that I do not understand. 

Mr. Wilson. But, from the testimony that you have heard today, 
did you learn anything from that testimony that you consider ger- 
mane to your job? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. Absolutely, that these are very personal 
and tense and complex issues, without a doubt. 

Mr. Wilson. OK. Now we’ve heard here from Dria Davis and 
Maha Al-Rehaili and Ramie Basrawi who have been here today, 
and they have all said much the same thing: that when one of the 
kidnap victim is speaking, you can’t believe what he or she is say- 
ing. Why do you have such confidence in what Amjad Radwan or 
the daughters of Patricia Roush have said in the last month? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I am not following you. Why do I 

Mr. Wilson. Why do you have confidence? I mean, you have 
passed out talking points and various things that have said that 
the cases are resolved and basically there’s not a problem in these 
cases. Why do you have such confidence that what you’re saying is 
accurate? 

Mr. Petruzzello. The materials — I mean, the case of Amjad 
Radwan I don’t think we have — the embassy has put out anything 
that speaks to what she has said, so I’m not quite sure what in 
these documents you’re referring to. 

Mr. Wilson. But you believe that the Radwan case and the 
Roush case are resolved; is that correct? 

Mr. Petruzzello. The Saudi Government has stated that, you 
know, as far as — in terms of the Al-Gheshayan case, is that they 
will continue to try and encourage the sisters to come to the United 
States and they would prefer to see the family reunited. 

Mr. Wilson. But what I’m asking you is whether you believe 
that they’ve been resolved or not. Do you think there are any ac- 
tion items on the to-do list? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I mean, if you’re going to ask my personal 
opinion 

Mr. Wilson. Yes, I am. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Just personal opinion, Mr. Wilson, I would 
prefer to see the Al-Gheshayan sisters reunited with their — that 
family reunited, without a doubt. 

Mr. Wilson. And do you personally think that should have been 
done before what happened in London? And I ask you this, not to 
be mysterious, but with each successive step that’s take, or visit or 
foreign trip or time that they’re put under pressure, it’s difficult for 



766 


them. They’re human beings. It makes it very difficult. Would you 
have preferred to have seen them meet with their mother instead 
of what happened in London? 

Mr. Petruzzello. The Saudi Government would have preferred 
for the girls to come to the United States, and the Saudi Govern- 
ment has said that they would have preferred for the girls to have 
contact with their mother. 

Mr. Wilson. Is it your position that — do you believe that the 
Saudi Government was powerless to effect some meeting with their 
mother? 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s what they have said. They said that 
they 

Mr. Wilson. But do you believe that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. They said that they have tried, and I have no 
reason not to believe that. 

Mr. Wilson. Dria Davis when she testified — are you familiar 
with the testimony of Dria Davis before this committee? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Her testimony yesterday? 

Mr. Wilson. She didn’t testify yesterday. She testified in June. 

Mr. Petruzzello. In June. No, I am not familiar with that testi- 
mony. 

Mr. Wilson. OK. She testified and she said on television shows 
that she believes now, and she believed at the time, that if she had 
spoken her mind when she was in Saudi Arabia, that her father 
would have killed her. She’s here now in the United States. Would 
you send her back? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Excuse me? Would I send her back? 

Mr. Wilson. Would you send her back? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, me personally, no I wouldn’t send 
her back. 

Mr. Wilson. OK. Do you think that she should have been in- 
cluded on the list provided to this committee of kidnap victims? 

Mr. Petruzzello. What list? 

Mr. Wilson. We were provided with a list by Prince Saud. I 
should ask you first, have you ever seen a list that was generated 
by Prince Saud, provided to the committee delegation when we 
were in Saudi Arabia, of alleged victims of kidnappings by U.S. 
citizens? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I’m sorry. You’re saying this is a list of citi- 
zens, Saudi citizens? 

Mr. Wilson. Of alleged kidnappings by U.S. citizens of people 
from Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Oh, so the inverse of what we have here. 

Mr. Wilson. Yes. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Oh, no. I have not seen such a list. 

Mr. OsE. Just a couple last questions — your opinion again. Before 
we leave that point, the document that the Saudi Embassy put out 
that I believe you testified you helped construct, which is this 
deal 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. OsE [continuing]. In fact does contain some allegations about 
Saudi citizens being abducted. Now, is it the position of the Saudi 
Arabian Government that American citizens have abducted Saudi 
citizens and brought them to the United States? 
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Mr. Petruzzello. I’m sorry. Can you show me what you’re refer- 
ring to? This is a document that’s titled Summaries of Cases Relat- 
ed to Saudi Citizens of American mothers? 

Mr. OsE. OK. This is an item that’s appended to the letter from 
Sand Al-Faisal to Secretary Powell listing four cases: Yasmin 
Khalid al-Shahoub, Sami Jalal Mograh and Yasmin Jalal Mograb, 
Abdulaziz Nasir al-Jamedi and Khalid Saud al-Shabrani. Have you 
ever seen that list? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, as I previously testified, my 
firm didn’t have anything to do with the letter from Prince Saud 
to Colin Powell, and I’ve never seen this — this attachment before. 

Mr. OsE. So it’s been slipped in this package without your knowl- 
edge? The letter was slipped into the package without your knowl- 
edge. 

Mr. Petruzzello. This is the embassy’s package. 

Mr. OSE. OK. Thank you. 

Mr. Wilson. Just — I’ll ask you a few questions about what hap- 
pened in London with the daughters of Patricia Roush. But first, 
there were allegations that while the two women were being inter- 
viewed, there was a member of your firm making gestures or sig- 
nals to the two women. Do you know anything about that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I saw a media report that suggested that or — 
but I don’t know where that came from. And, you know, according 
to Shareen, that did not happen. 

Mr. Wilson. So afterwards, you did ask your employee whether 
that was accurate or inaccurate and she said it was inaccurate. 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s correct. 

Mr. Wilson. So it did not happen. 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s correct. 

Mr. Wilson. OK. Did you — and we can check on this and we’ll 
check on this — presumably there were other people there. Did you 
check with other individuals who were involved in this media event 
to find out 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I did not. 

Mr. Wilson. You were aware — and I know you’re aware because 
we talked over the course of many hours about the fact that the 
committee was going to make a request of whichever the highest- 
ranking Saudi official we would be able to meet with in Saudi Ara- 
bia. We asked to meet with Crown Prince Abdullah and we ulti- 
mately met with the Foreign Minister, Prince Saud. And you were 
aware that our principal request was that the kidnapping victims 
be allowed to meet with their U.S. parent in the United States, cor- 
rect? 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s correct. 

Mr. Wilson. When did the Saudi Government decide to reject 
this approach? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I’m sorry. What approach? 

Mr. Wilson. Well, our request and it was communicated very 
clearly and many times to you, was that the delegation was going 
to go to Saudi Arabia and ask the highest-ranking person we would 
meet with that the kidnap victims be able to meet with their U.S. 
parent. 

Mr. Petruzzello. In America. 
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Mr. Wilson. And obviously with the Roush daughters, as we ar- 
rived they departed. With the Radwan case, there was — that is a 
different fact pattern. But with the Roush case, something very dif- 
ferent than our request happened, which means that our request 
was rejected. We didn’t even get to go and make the official re- 
quest. When was it rejected? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, Mr. Wilson, it was my understand- 
ing that the Saudi Embassy was operating under the understand- 
ing that you wanted to have — that the delegation wanted to have 
meetings with the Saudi Government officials, but that a meeting 
with families was not on the agenda. 

Mr. Wilson. Well, this is precisely what I’m saying. We very 
clearly said we didn’t want to go and meet with, for example, the 
Roush daughters in Saudi Arabia. We wanted to make an official 
request. We wanted to tell — to ask — and the chairman wanted to 
ask the highest-ranking person that we met with for the kidnap 
victims, the defined list of people whose cases we were addressing, 
that those — the children, or in the case of the Roush daughters, the 
adults, would meet with their parent. That was our request. That 
was the whole point of going on this trip. 

And yet as we arrived, unbeknownst to us, the daughters were 
not going to meet with their mother, they were going to London to 
do something else. Which means that somebody decided that the 
chairman and the delegation members would not even get to make 
their request. 

And so I’m just asking, when was the decision made to do some- 
thing other than hear our request? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, I am not aware — you know, I am 
not aware that — when this official request was made to Prince 
Saud or — and I’m certainly not aware that he has rejected any such 
request. In the case of the Al-Gheshayan sisters 

Mr. Wilson. Well, if I may just cut you off, because the request 
wasn’t made because it was irrelevant by the time we got there. 
As was clearly explained to you, that the delegation wanted to do 
something that to us — and we talked about this over the course of 
hours — that seemed very reasonable. And the reasonable thing that 
we thought was that the Members of Congress would go and, in 
good faith, ask whoever the most senior person we could meet with, 
for the kidnapped children to be able to meet with their parent in 
a noncoercive, nonduress situation. And we asked specifically that 
be the United States. 

And so that was what we were going to ask. And we telegraphed, 
we told you that in advance so there would be no mystery, or it 
would be very clear, and that the Saudi official could be able to ad- 
dress our requests. But as we got there, it was clear that our re- 
quest had been rejected because the Roush daughters weren’t being 
sent to meet with their mother. They were being sent somewhere 
else. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Wilson, it is my observation that Saudi 
Arabia has been trying to honor that request, if that request was 
made, or has been trying to work to have the Al-Gheshayan sisters 
come to the United States. And they have said publicly that they 
have been working for some time to encourage and to make that 
happen. 
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Mr. Wilson. But they chose to do something else. They chose to 
send them to — I mean, you’re not telling us today that the two 
women volunteered to go to London for a media session, are you? 

Mr. Petruzzello. What they’ve said, what the Saudi Govern- 
ment has said, is that the sisters have refused to come to the 
United States and only agreed to go so far as London to meet with 
government officials there. 

Mr. Wilson. Fair enough. The Saudi Government also said that 
they went on a vacation to London. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Did they say that? 

Mr. Wilson. Now, is that accurate? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, I 

Mr. Wilson. Would you have called that a vacation? I mean, did 
they say we want to go to London on a vacation? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t think I would have described it as a 
vacation. They were there for 10 days or so but 

Mr. Burton [presiding]. Can I ask you a question? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Do you know who paid for that trip? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I do not. 

Mr. Wilson. Well, there have been newspaper articles where 
Saudi Government officials have said that they paid for the trip. 
Have you received any of — I mean, I don’t know if you get clippings 
in your office, but there have been a number of articles about the 
trip that the delegation took and many of the things that hap- 
pened. Have you read any articles about the delegation trip or any- 
thing that we’re talking about today? 

Mr. Petruzzello. We get clippings of American media each day. 
You know, I scan them. I’m not sure which articles you’re actually 
referring to. 

Mr. Wilson. Well, there is one where a Saudi Government offi- 
cial wrote an article and said that the Saudi Government paid for 
the trip. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Which official and in which publication? 

Mr. Wilson. We will provide that after. Actually, I should ask 
this now before — I always forget. Will you agree to answer ques- 
tions in writing after the hearing? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I will certainly respond to any requests. 

Mr. Wilson. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Burton. Let me ask him a question here. You get $200,000 
a month? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. And you knew you were coming to this hearing. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Because we subpoenaed you. How long ago did I 
subpoena you? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I received the subpoena on Monday. I was no- 
tified that I was coming on Friday. 

Mr. Burton. Friday. A week ago. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Well, not quite a week ago. I mean, this most 
recent Friday, yes. 

The Chairman. Yeah. But you knew about our trip. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, I did. 
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Mr. Burton. And you knew about the media coverage 60 min- 
utes and all that stuff didn’t you. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Burton. And you work for the Saudi Government. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Burton. And you get $200,000 a month. And you don’t know 
any of these answers. Why are they paying you? You know you’re 
under oath. You have no idea who paid for that trip for those girls 
to go to London? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Personal knowledge of it, no. I was not told 
who paid for it. 

Mr. Burton. But you knew you were coming to this hearing and 
you knew we were going to ask you a bunch of questions. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. And you didn’t even read the newspaper clips that 
talked about this. I mean, did you see the 60 Minutes piece? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I did. 

Mr. Burton. But you didn’t read the newspaper clips that talked 
about who was paying for that trip. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t remember the article that Mr. Wilson 
refers to specifically. 

Mr. Burton. Well, it said that the Saudi Government said that 
they paid for that trip. And I would think that if you were going 
to come and testify, you would be prepared and know that. And the 
thing is, if they paid for that trip, then they knew they were going; 
and they knew that they were going when we were coming, so they 
made sure that we didn’t have a chance to ask for what we wanted 
because they weren’t there. 

How many more questions do you have of this guy? OK. Just a 
few more questions and then we will go to the next panel. Did you 
have a question? 

Mr. Ose. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Ose. 

Mr. Ose. Thank you Mr. Chairman. I’m going to get this right. 
Mr. Petruzzello. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Ose. All right. Yesterday Ms. Tonetti got to talk to her kids 
on the phone. And I’m just trying to connect the dots here. The last 
time she got to talk to them on the phone was in August, when 
Chairman Burton and Congressman Kerns were in Saudi Arabia. 
And that was the first time she talked to them in 2 years, accord- 
ing to her earlier testimony. 

And now I’m not all that — I mean. I’m not a rocket scientist. I’m 
just a Congressman. But it sure seems to me like every time we 
have a hearing, somebody in our country gets to talk to their kids. 
Now, I kind of enjoy this. If we bring you down here weekly, does 
that mean that some American citizen is going to get to talk to 
their kids? Because we’ll do that if that’s necessary. In your opin- 
ion, as a PR expert. I’m connecting the dots, what would you advise 
us? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Congressman, you know, from a public rela- 
tions perspective — which is largely my role, which is why I don’t 
understand a lot of legalities and the ins and outs of what happens 
in the Saudi Government — but from the public relations perspec- 
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live, it would be very good for Saudi Arabia and for U.S.-Saudi re- 
lations for more progress to be made on these — on this issue in this 
case. 

Mr. OsE. Mr. Chairman, if I might be so bold. We ought to — the 
members of this committee, we ought to refuse to vote for adjourn- 
ment, and have a hearing every week and then maybe some of our 
people, in fact, get an opportunity to either see or talk to their chil- 
dren. 

Mr. Burton. Well, we can hold hearings even if we’ve adjourned. 
I’m chairman until — you know, for the foreseeable future — so we 
can, you know, we can do it in December, Christmas Eve. What are 
you doing Christmas Eve? 

Mr. OsE. I can be here, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Do you have some more questions you want to fin- 
ish up with? Just a few more questions. 

Mr. Wilson. OK. Did you or any other Qorvis person speak with 
anybody at the State Department before we, the congressional dele- 
gation, went to Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. 

Mr. Wilson. OK. Are you aware of any lobbyists talking to any- 
body at the State Department before the congressional delegation 
went to Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Lobbyists representing Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Wilson. Well I’m saying — well, yes. Start with lobbyists rep- 
resenting Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Lobbyists representing — talking to the State 
Department. 

Mr. Wilson. Before the congressional delegation went to Saudi 
Arabia about this issue or the congressional delegation 

Mr. Petruzzello. I’m not sure. I’m not sure about that. There 
may have been some conversations but I don’t know with whom or 
what they were about. 

Mr. Burton. Well, was your firm involved in any conversations? 

Mr. Petruzzello. With the State Department, no. 

Mr. Burton. With anybody in an official capacity in our govern- 
ment. 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. Other than your good selves. 

Mr. Burton. Nobody in your firm. 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. No. Our firm, you know, again, our 
firm 

Mr. Burton. It’s PR, yeah, I understand. Do you work with any 
of the other firms that do lobbying for the Saudis? 

Mr. Petruzzello. We coordinate with them, yes. 

Mr. Burton. Do you know of any of those firms, any firm, any- 
body who’s paid by the Saudi Government, who talked to our gov- 
ernment officials prior to our visit. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Uhm 

Mr. Burton. You’re under oath. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I know. I’m trying to give you, see if I recall 
any conversations. Again, as I said, I said I believe there were 
some conversations but I don’t know with whom in the State De- 
partment. 
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Mr. Burton. So there was somebody who was lobbying for the 
Saudi Government, being paid by them, who did talk to the State 
Department before we went over there? 

Mr. Petruzzello. It is very possible, yes. 

Mr. Burton. You don’t have any idea what they said? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I do not. 

Mr. Burton. Well, the next panel is the State Department. We’ll 
ask them. We’ll ask them. 

Mr. Wilson. Same question for the Department of Defense. Be- 
fore the delegation left, the Department of Defense denied visas for 
people, or denied permission for people to go on an airplane. Are 
you aware of any conversations, either yourself or members of your 
firm, with anybody from the Defense Department about the delega- 
tion’s trip to Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t believe any conversation occurred with 
the Defense Department, no. 

Mr. Wilson. Are you aware of any other lobbyists other than 
people in your firm — outside of your firm, talking with the Defense 
Department? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Not that I’m aware of, no. 

Mr. Wilson. Just one last quick train of questions and it’s about 
whether — ^your views on whether the Saudi Government follows its 
own laws. Have you personally seen any examples of where mem- 
bers of the Saudi Royal Family do not follow the laws of Islam? 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s quite a question. 

Mr. Burton. Have you ever seen them drink any booze? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Have I seen members of the Royal Family 
drink? 

Mr. Burton. Yeah. You know, the Koran and the Saudi law, I 
think, prohibits the use of alcohol. Do you think they drink any of 
that stuff? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I have not seen any members the Royal Fam- 
ily drink alcohol, no. 

Mr. Burton. Do you think they do? 

Mr. Petruzzello. That’s not an appropriate question to ask. 

Mr. Burton. Oh, it isn’t? Well I’m the chairman, and I think it’s 
appropriate, because I think they do. And the reason I’m bringing 
that up is because, you know, they obey the laws of the Koran that 
they think they should do publicly, but privately, they don’t follow 
the laws. And I’ve talked to people in an official capacity who know 
that for a fact. And I think it is a little hypocritical to make them 
look sanctimonious and self-righteous and always following the law 
and treating us properly and treating American citizens properly 
when they don’t. 

Mr. Wilson. I want to move directly to Mr. Rives, who is sitting 
right next to you. We have tried very hard to understand Mr. 
Rives’ case, and from what we understand, Saudi law does not per- 
mit the Rives children to be maintained in Saudi Arabia. Have you 
looked into the Rives case at all? Are you even remotely familiar 
with Mr. Rives’ case? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I’m not familiar with it, no. 

Mr. Wilson. Well, I won’t take the time now to tell you every- 
thing about it. But — well it’s a long story, but it appears that there 
is no basis for the Rives children to be kept in Saudi Arabia. 
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Now, I raise this, because when we met, you and I and other lob- 
byists and our staff and the chairman and others were engaged. 
We were told repeatedly that the Saudi Government’s hands were 
tied. They were powerless to do anything because their law pre- 
vented them. 

Mr. Rives appears to be a very clear case that stands in complete 
contradiction to everything we were told, and it’s troubling to us 
when we spend hours and hours and hours meeting about these 
issues that — the legal term might be a willful form of ignorance or 
a willful blindness to the facts of some of these cases. 

Do you know whether the Saudi Government has taken any 
steps to try and get Mr. Rives’ two infant children back to him? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Wilson, I don’t know specifically on the 
Rives case. What I do know is that what the Saudi Government 
would like is to continue to have a constructive dialog with your 
committee and with the State Department to try and share infor- 
mation so that the 

Mr. Wilson. They said 

Mr. Burton. One second. Yesterday Ms. Tonetti was asked by 
Senator Bayh to come over, and the Saudi embassy sent some of 
their officials over to meet with her. Ms. Tonetti asked us to go 
over there and be with her, myself and Congressman Kerns, and 
you said just a moment ago the Saudi Government wants to work 
with our government and our committee to solve these problems. 
Well, I’m the chairman of this committee, and when I went over 
there yesterday, the Saudi Government refused to meet with Ms. 
Tonetti if I was in the meeting. That doesn’t sound to me like they 
want to be too cooperative. 

Mr. Wilson. When we were in — when the delegation — the con- 
gressional delegation was in Jidda, Prince Saud very clearly ex- 
plained that Saudi — the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia did not recognize 
U.S. laws that pertain to any family matter, marriage or children. 
Do you personally believe that the IGngdom of Saudi Arabia should 
recognize the laws of the United States that apply to children or 
marriages? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Wilson, I have little knowledge of inter- 
national law, and I don’t know which countries respect U.S. law or 
don’t respect, whether that is singular to Saudi Arabia or whether 
that applies to other countries as well or whether the United 
States respects Saudi law, I have no idea. 

Mr. Wilson. OK. 

Mr. Burton. We’ll submit some more questions to you in writing. 
You know, we went into Afghanistan, and Jay Lena’s wife — I don’t 
know if you’ve ever watched the Tonight Show, but his wife was 
the leading advocate for human rights for the women in Afghani- 
stan, and the way the women in Afghanistan were treated was 
very, very similar to what I saw in Saudi Arabia, and we went in 
and liberated Afghanistan, and now the women over there can go 
to school, they can do all the things that they want to. And they 
don’t have to wear those abayas, and they have some human 
rights. I personally — and I don’t speak for our government, but I 
personally think that what happened in Afghanistan to liberate 
those women ought to happen in Saudi Arabia and those other 
countries. Women are treated like dirt. It looks like a bunch of 
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ghosts going around the mall with these abayas on. They’re treated 
terrible, and the kids are treated terrible if they’re American kids. 
And, you know, I can understand why a mother or a father would 
be just absolutely terrified if their kids had to grow up in that soci- 
ety. And these are American citizens, American citizens who have 
been taken against their parents’ will to Saudi Arabia to live in a 
13th or 14th century society. That’s something that we shouldn’t 
tolerate. 

With that, Mr. Shays, have you cast your vote on the floor? Mr. 
Ose? Let me have Mr. Ose take over the Chair, and I think we’re 
about through with this panel. We can go ahead and start with the 
second panel if you want to. 

Do you have two questions? 

Ms. Despres. Mr. Petruzzello, I’m Sarah Despres with the Demo- 
cratic staff, and I promise this will be brief I just want to ask a 
couple questions about the Saudi Ambassador’s Letter to the Editor 
of the Wall Street Journal on September 12th. You testified earlier 
that you helped draft that. Is that correct? 

Mr. Petruzzello. What I testified was that we provided some 
talking points but that the letter was drafted by the embassy. 

Ms. Despres. There are a couple of — I just have two questions 
about the letter. In the first paragraph, the Ambassador writes, 
“Some have charged that Saudi Arabia is holding Americans 
against their will. This is absolutely not true.” And what I’d like 
to know from you is had you heard the testimony before this letter 
appeared in the Wall Street Journal that you have heard today, 
would you have advised the Saudi Government to write that in the 
letter, that line? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. I think the Saudi Government has said 
that there are cases of child abduction that exist within Saudi Ara- 
bia, and that those — and that work needs to be done to resolve 
those cases. 

Ms. Despres. But this letter says, “Some have charged that 
Saudi Arabia is holding Americans against their will. This is abso- 
lutely not true.” 

Is it your understanding from the testimony today that this 
statement is inaccurate? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know. I’m not absolutely certain about 
this, but I believe what — you know, from the Saudi perspective, 
there’s, you know, a difference of opinion on who are Saudi citizens 
and who are American citizens, but, you know, I would say, you 
know, this is the position of the Saudi Government and I can’t com- 
ment any further on it. 

Ms. Despres. So the testimony that you heard today would not 
change your position on whether or not this statement is true? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know if it would change the position 
of the Saudi Government. 

Ms. Despres. Right. I asked about your position. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t set policy or have anything to do with 
Saudi policy. 

Ms. Despres. OK. I’m going to move on. 

The other part of the letter I had questions about, this is a para- 
graph that begins, “Last week our Foreign Minister met with the 
U.S. congressional delegation led by Representative Dan Burton. 
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While this meeting might not in itself set the final resolution to all 
outstanding child abduction cases, it should be viewed as the begin- 
ning of the end to this human tragedy. Both parties agree to come 
up with practical and workable solutions to these tragic cases. 
These solutions must guarantee parental rights while safeguarding 
the right of the children who are the real victims in these cases.” 

My question is, when the Saudi Ambassador refers to the rights 
of the children, is he referring to the rights guaranteed by U.S. law 
or Saudi law? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know the answer to that. 

Ms. Despres. ok. I have no more questions. 

Mr. Ose [presiding]. Mr. Shays, anything else? 

Mr. Shays. No. 

Mr. Ose. I want to thank this panel for appearing today. It’s 
been a long panel. I appreciate your participation. We’re going to 
take a 2-minute recess. I’d like the second panel to go ahead and 
come on out. I think y’all know who you are. 

[Recess.] 

Mr. Ose. All right. I want to welcome the second panel here. As 
you know, we swear our witnesses in at every hearing under Gov- 
ernment Reform. So would the three of you please rise? 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

Mr. Ose. Let the record show that the witnesses answered in the 
affirmative. I want to welcome Governor Raymond Mabus, Deputy 
Assistant Secretary Ryan Crocker, and Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Dianne Andruch to the committee. 

Now, we have possession of your written testimony, and I know 
I’ve read it. I’m sure the others have also. We’re going to recognize 
each of you in order for a 5-minute statement. 

Mr. Mabus. 

STATEMENTS OF RAYMOND MABUS, FORMER U.S. AMBAS- 
SADOR TO SAUDI ARABIA; RYAN CROCKER, DEPUTY ASSIST- 
ANT SECRETARY OF STATE, BUREAU OF NEAR EASTERN AF- 
FAIRS; AND DIANNE ANDRUCH, DEPUTY ASSISTANT SEC- 
RETARY OF STATE, BUREAU OF CONSULAR AFFAIRS 

Mr. Mabus. Congressman, and members of the committee, thank 
you for your invitation to testify here today. I commend you for 
your efforts and your persistence on an important and heart- 
breaking issue of American children who have been kidnapped to 
Saudi Arabia. You’ve shined the public light on a situation which 
has long existed in virtual anonymity. 

It was my privilege to serve as U.S. Ambassador to the Kingdom 
of Saudi Arabia from 1994 to 1996, and I believe the relationship 
between the United States and Saudi Arabia is exceptionally im- 
portant. It seemed to me as Ambassador and it still seems to me 
now with these cases that we’re hearing about have nothing to do 
with Saudi laws or customs or Islam. These cases have everything 
to do with American laws, judicial decisions and protecting Amer- 
ican citizens and to having the State Department aggressively try 
to resolve them. 

On the cases that I worked on while I was Ambassador, Saudi 
men voluntarily came to the United States on a visa this country 
granted them, voluntarily got married under American law, volun- 
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tarily had children in America, voluntarily put themselves under 
the jurisdiction of an American court in obtaining a divorce. They 
then intentionally violated the American court order and kid- 
napped the children and refused to return them. 

Unfortunately, it is an all too common occurrence in America for 
a noncustodial parent to take a child in violation of a court deci- 
sion. The Federal Government, State governments, courts and law 
enforcement agencies take these cases seriously and usually treat 
the offending parent as a felon. One thing is very important in 
these cases involving Saudi Arabia. These children are American 
citizens. When Americans have problems overseas, they naturally 
turn to embassies and the State Department. I heard from one 
mother I was trying to help, and I’ve learned later as a result of 
these hearings that too often the State Department has turned a 
cold, uninterested shoulder to the parents trying to recover their 
children. 

Prior to my time in Saudi Arabia, the Department evidently ca- 
bled the embassy in Riyadh to be officially neutral in these cases. 
I understand from these hearings that during this earlier time an 
American mother and her children tried to take refuge in the em- 
bassy, only to be turned away by a foreign service officer who said 
that the embassy was not a hotel. But most times officers in an 
embassy are just following the dictates from Washington. The peo- 
ple in the field understandably don’t want to risk their jobs and ca- 
reers on something people in Washington don’t support. 

Too often these cases have been dismissed as custody disputes. 
They are not. The custody issue has been settled by an American 
judge. While I was Ambassador, I worked on some of these cases 
in detail. I tried to help everyone in this situation who contacted 
me. In one case we were successful in getting an American mother, 
Angelica Longworth, and her four children returned to America 
from Saudi Arabia, and they were taken into the U.S. consulate in 
Jidda at our invitation. 

Others, I was not successful. I dealt with high levels of the Saudi 
Government on this issue, and they were receptive and usually 
tried to be helpful. In the case of Pat Roush’s daughters responding 
to a request from me, the Saudi Foreign Ministry sent the embassy 
a diplomatic note agreeing to a compromise to solve her case. The 
father, however, refused to cooperate, and nothing happened. 

The one thing the Saudi Government would not do while I was 
there is to make the fathers return the children. The relationship 
between the United States and Saudi Arabia is important. At no 
time did I get the slightest inkling that raising this issue had any 
adverse impact on our relationship. There are issues all the time 
that need to be solved and are solved without straining the ties be- 
tween countries. 

I did try one strategy to resolve Pat Roush’s case. I instructed 
members of personnel that no one with the last name of her ex- 
husband who had kidnapped the children would be granted a visa 
to the United States. I was under the impression from my prepara- 
tion of being Ambassador that visas were not a matter of right but 
a privilege that could be used to advance the interests of the 
United States. I was also under the impression that an ambassador 
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had the authority to deny visas if the interest of importance of the 
United States was involved. 

Within a relatively short time, the ex-husband became increas- 
ingly desperate, calling the embassy to complain that, “his family 
was furious with him.” Before any resolution, though, I resigned as 
Ambassador, as I long planned to do, and returned to the United 
States. My successor asked the State Department if this policy had 
their blessing and was told no. He was instructed to end it, and 
he did. Pat Roush’s children, as we know, have not been returned. 

Why the State Department told my successor this is a mystery. 
This is a good, legitimate tactic that had a strong chance of work- 
ing. What is not a mystery is that the American government, fol- 
lowing the lead of this committee, should treat these cases a lot 
more seriously and give them higher priority and be more creative 
on how to solve them. These children should be returned to the 
United States. This certainly should not harm our relationship 
with Saudi Arabia. It would be justice for the children and for both 
parents and would help salve years of heartache. 

Thank you. 

Mr. OSE. Thank you. Governor. 

Mr. Crocker for 5 minutes. 

Mr. Crocker. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I will not read through 
the written statement which you already have. First, let me say 
that yesterday’s testimony was as gripping and wrenching and 
tragic as what we heard in this committee room on the 12th of 
June. No one can listen to these stories without being deeply, deep- 
ly moved and possessed with the clear view that they’ve got — work 
has to be done to get them resolved. 

This administration is engaged seriously on these cases, as the 
chairman’s statement noted. The President has raised it. The Sec- 
retary of State has done so a number of times. Ambassador Jordan 
in Saudi Arabia has been engaged, most recently just 2 days ago, 
with the Foreign Minister. 

As a result of the focus of this committee and the focus of the 
administration, there has been some progress. The Government of 
Saudi Arabia has agreed that these are human tragedies, and they 
agree that the parent-child bond needs to be maintained. We are 
in discussion with the Saudis now on the means by which we can 
assure established and regular contact between parents and chil- 
dren without going through the often wrenching experiences of try- 
ing to do this on an ad hoc basis. 

At the same time, it is our view that resolution of these cases 
doesn’t come through child-parent contact, however important and 
valuable that is. Resolution will come when children and parents 
are reunited. We have made that view clear to the Saudi authori- 
ties, and that is the end to which we will work. 

I would certainly express my agreement with Governor Mabus. 
The Saudi-U.S. relationship is a long-established, important and 
complex one for both our countries. We have dealt with difficult 
issues in the past. We are dealing with this difficult issue as we 
move ahead now, and I would share the Governor’s assessment 
that the relationship can be the framework by which we can re- 
solve these cases. That is what diplomacy is all about, in essence. 
It is not about doing the easier, polite things. It is about getting 
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the hard and difficult work done in a way that advances our own 
interests, and that’s what we are committed to do. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Crocker follows:] 
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ASSISTING AMERICANS ABDUCTED TO SAUDI ARABIA 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 3, 2002 

Mr. Chairman, we would like to thank you and the other 
distinguished members of the committee for the opportunity to 
testify before you today and follow up on this very important 
subject. We believe this congressional attention is important 
and complements our diplomatic efforts. As a result, we can 
report that we have seen progress. 

Your committee has clearly conveyed the message that 
you would like to see a positive resolution to international 
parental child abductions cases in Saudi Arabia. We are also 
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committed to that result. We continue to deliver that message 
directly to the Saudi leadership, including Crown Prince 
Abdullah and Foreign Minister Saud Al-Faisal. President 
Bush discussed the issue with Saudi Ambassador Bandar Bin 
Sultan on August 8 at Crawford. Secretary Powell raised the 
matter a number of times with his Saudi counterpart over the 
summer, and again during the UN General Assembly on 
September 17. Since his arrival at post. Ambassador Robert 
Jordan has also focused on this issue and has raised it 
repeatedly with the Foreign Minister and other senior policy 
making Saudis to underscore our message in Washington and 
push for positive actions. He has ensured that the Embassy 
staff and the staffs in Jeddah and Dhahran also press this 
matter at all levels. We will continue to use all possible 
opportunities to convey our message. 

The Saudis have agreed that these cases are human 
tragedies in which the children pay the price. They agree that 
the parent-child bond must be preserved and maintained for 
the emotional well being of all individuals involved. On that 
basis, we are working with the Saudis to ensure that parental 
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access is facilitated and guaranteed on a steady, long-term 
basis, rather than through sporadic, emotionally wrenching 
encounters. Such visits — as important and precious as they 
are for the parents left behind -- are not substitutes for the 
return of a child unlawfully taken from the U.S. The parent- 
child bond is the essence of these cases, and it is one of the 
hard issues that we must tackle with the Saudis in light of our 
very different legal systems and many cultural differences. We 
are using our dialogue to push for what we want, which is to 
resolve these tragic cases and restore these parents and 
children to each other. There also has been progress in a 
related area. The Saudi government has informed us that 
adult American citizen women are free to depart Saudi Arabia 
when they wish. Foreign Minister Saud Al-Faisal conveyed 
this to Congressman Burton on September 1 during the 
Congressman’s visit to the Kingdom. 

We will continue to push these issues at every level and 
at every opportunity. We welcome suggestions you may have 
on alterative approaches. We will continue to do everything 
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possible to protect the rights and interests of U.S. citizen 
parents and children. 

Our relationship with Saudi Arabia goes back over 60 
years and covers a wide range of issues. We share many 
common goals, including regional stability, the desire for a 
just, lasting peace in the Middle East, the conviction that Iraq 
not be allowed to threaten its neighbors, and energy stability. 
Our commercial relations are strong. Over those six decades, 
we have agreed on some issues and disagreed on others. In 
the end, however, we have reached mutually acceptable 
agreements that have reflected the interests of both parties. 
That is our goal with respect to these cases. 

We believe that the progress we make in Saudi Arabia 
can have a positive effect on similar cases around the world, of 
which there are, unfortunately, far too many. A core mission 
of the Department of State is to protect the welfare of 
American citizens abroad. 

The Department's Overall Approach to Child Abductions 
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The Department of State is firmly committed to the 
principle that the removal of children from, or retention 
outside, their countries of habitual residence by one parent is 
wrong. International abductions have a traumatic impact on 
the children who are deprived of access to one parent, and 
often cut off from the country of their own nationality. These 
separations are also devastating to those parents left behind, 
who often go for years without meaningful contact with, or 
information about their children. 

Our approach to resolving international parental child 
abductions is embodied in the Hague Convention on the Civil 
Aspects of International Child Abductions. This treaty codifies 
the way we believe these issues should be addressed in the 
best interests of the children involved. Ideally, child custody 
disputes should be resolved between the parents themselves. 
However, if parents cannot resolve the dispute themselves, 
they must turn to a third party, usually a court, to resolve the 
dispute. 

When a court must be used, the Convention seeks to 
deter forum shopping by an abducting parent by creating a 
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mechanism to return an abducted child to his or her country 
of habitual residence. Generally, the courts of that country 
will be the best qualified to determine what is in a child's best 
interest. When the Convention works well, children who are 
wrongfully removed from, or retained outside, their countries 
of habitual residence will be returned as quickly as possible to 
that country so that the most competent court can rule on 
custody. 

Normally, parents can obtain assistance in returning 
their children through the legal system of the country in which 
the child is found. This has proven effective in many 
abduction cases. 

Child Abduetions to Saudi Arabia 

Unfortunately, reliance on the local legal system has 
proven much less effective in countries with legal systems 
significantly different from our own. Saudi Arabia is one such 
country. The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia is not a party to the 
Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects of International Child 
Abduction and is not interested in becoming a party to the 
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Hague Convention at this time. There are no bilateral treaties 
currently in force between Saudi Arabia and the United States 
that address international parental child abduction. 

One of the greatest challenges in Saudi Arabia is that if 
custody disputes cannot be resolved within the families, they 
must be resolved in the Islamic courts. There is also a firm 
belief in religious and other elements of Saudi society that 
Muslim children should be raised in an Islamic environment, 
preferably in Saudi Arabia. The Government of Saudi Arabia 
has no legal grounds to compel its citizens to return their 
children to the United States, even if the children are U.S. 
citizens. 

It is within this context that the Department of State 
seeks to resolve abductions to the Kingdom. We work closely 
with the parents left behind to explain the various approaches 
available, describing the potential impact, both negative and 
positive, of each one. There is no single approach that would 
fit all circumstances nor satisfy the different needs of each 
parent; cases must be handled individually and in close 
consultation with the American parent. 
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Experience shows, however, that maintaining contact 
and communication with the children is critical to a lasting 
relationship with the American parent. Therefore, we often 
suggest to parents that the first step be for American consular 
officers to locate and visit the abducted children. During the 
visit, in addition to verifying the well being of the abducted 
child, consular officers attempt to gauge the Saudi parent's 
willingness to work with the American parent to reach a 
mutually acceptable resolution to the case. This information 
is then passed to the American parent who can make an 
informed decision about how he or she would like to proceed. 

In some cases, the Saudi parent declines to permit a visit 
by a consular officer. In such cases, we nevertheless attempt 
to maintain contact with the Saudi parent and continue our 
efforts to arrange regular consular visits. At times, and at our 
behest, Saudi Arabian government officials have intervened 
and persuaded the Saudi parent to permit a visit. These 
negotiations can take time, but our efforts often prove 
successful. 
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In addition to making such "welfare and whereabouts" 
visits, whenever possible we assist American parents in 
obtaining family visitor visas to Saudi Arabia and provide 
assistance to the parents once they arrive there. The process 
of obtaining agreement from the Saudi parent for a visit, 
arranging the logistics of the visit, and helping to ensure that 
the visit takes place, is often time consuming and success is 
difficult to predict. We welcome the Government of Saudi 
Arabia's offer to work with us to establish clear procedures for 
Americans seeking to visit their children. 

The State Department, when appropriate, also provides 
information to parents on the option of having criminal 
charges filed against an abducting parent. While the 
Department has no authority to act as an attorney or provide 
legal advice to parents, we can provide basic information to 
parents and law enforcement professionals about existing law 
and procedures, such as how to have notices distributed by 
INTERPOL. If the Saudi parent is in Saudi Arabia, however, 
there is no legal mechanism (such as an extradition treaty) 
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with which to obtain the parent's involuntary return to the 
United States. 

Abducting parents, those who aid/abet abducting 
parents, and certain designated family members of an 
abducting parent are ineligible for U.S. visas, if the abducted 
child is an American citizen and is being held overseas in 
violation of a US court order. Visa refusals and revocations 
under this provision can sometimes have a positive impact on 
efforts to secure return of the child. In cases where an 
ineligibility finding would complicate efforts to return the 
child, a waiver of the ineligibility can be sought. We have 
denied or revoked a number of visas under this provision and 
we are becoming increasingly aggressive in our application of 
this law. To that effect, we are actively reviewing our files to 
ensure that aliens who may potentially be subject to this 
ineligibility are entered into our lookout system so that their 
eligibility can be carefully scrutinized if and when they apply 
for a visa to the U.S. 

The Committee's investigation of child abductions to 
Saudi Arabia brings to the forefront a difficult, emotional issue 
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in our bilateral relationship. The issue is particularly difficult 
because our respective legal frameworks are very different, and 
because most of these cases involve children who are dual 
nationals. 

It is a principle of international law that each country 
may determine who is and is not a citizen or national of that 
country and document them as such. We have no basis for 
contesting the Saudi Arabian government's conferral of 
citizenship, just as the Saudis cannot question our conferral of 
U.S. citizenship. Nor can we unequivocally demand that the 
Saudi Arabian government not issue passports to U.S. citizens 
who are also Saudi citizens. While U.S. regulations provide 
that the Department may deny passport issuance for a minor 
when presented with a foreign custody decree, it is not 
mandatory that the Department do so because we want 
flexibility to issue U.S. passports to U.S. citizen children 
outside the U.S. so that they can return here. 

Your attention to these cases, and your visit to Saudi 
Arabia have been very helpful. You helped us to gain access to 
several children for the first time since their abduction. You 
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ensured that the Government of Saudi Arabia more fully 
understands the importance the Congress and the American 
people attach to resolution of these cases as well as to the 
treatment that United States citizens receive abroad. And, you 
encouraged the Government of Saudi Arabia to work with us 
towards an arrangement that would help resolve these cases 
in a more rapid and fadr manner than in the past. Together 
with our Administration efforts, we have had some concrete 
results. 

The best way to handle such difficult cases is to prevent 
them from happening in the first place. Here we would like to 
commend the committee for flagging an area where it ought to 
be possible for us to achieve this goal by integrating data 
about dual national children subject to U.S. custody orders 
that would forbid their traveling abroad into the developing 
exit control system. The Department of State is raising 
working with relevant agencies and will follow closely the 
development of the entry/ exit system with a view to making 
that system serve the interests of U.S. citizen parents needing 
protection from the threat of child abduction. 
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We will continue to be actively engaged in attempting to 
resolve each case of international parental child abduction not 
only in Saudi Arabia, but throughout the world. We welcome 
the Committee's continued interest in these cases. 
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Mr. OSE. Thank you, Mr. Crocker. 

Ms. Andruch for 5 minutes. 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. First, I’d like to take the opportunity 
again also to thank you, the committee, and especially the chair- 
man for his trip and that of the delegation to Saudi Arabia and the 
continued focus I think that these kind of meetings keep on this 
very important subject. 

The Department of State is firmly committed to the principle 
that parental child abduction or retention is wrong. International 
abductions have a very traumatic effect and impact on the children 
who are deprived of access, not only to one parent, but very often 
they are cutoff completely from their own nationality, the country 
of their nationality. These separations are also devastating to those 
parents left behind who often go for years without meeting or con- 
tact with or information about their child. 

One of the greatest challenges in Saudi Arabia, as I think many 
of the committee now knows, is that if custody disputes cannot be 
resolved within the families, which is their first choice, that those 
must be resolved in Islamic courts. There is a firm belief in reli- 
gious and other elements of Saudi society that Muslim children 
must in fact be raised in an Islamic environment, preferably in 
Saudi Arabia. 

It is within this very difficult context that the Department of 
State seeks to resolve abductions to the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 
We work very closely with the parents left behind to explain the 
various approaches available. 

We believe that through our consular visits to abducted children, 
often with the assistance of Saudi authorities, we are laying the 
groundwork for this parent-child contact. We by no means believe 
for a minute that this in fact replaces the necessity of having the 
families reunited. 

We welcome the Government of Saudi Arabia’s offer to work with 
us to establish clear procedures now for Americans seeking to visit 
their children, even absent sponsorship from the taking parent. 

We believe that this positive movement is progress that will 
allow us to move forward on all other aspects of abduction and cus- 
tody cases and restore these parents and children to each other. We 
do not consider that these are successful cases, but they are small 
steps. 

We have a variety of other mechanisms to assist left-behind par- 
ents. We have expanded our coordination with the FBI, the Depart- 
ment of Justice and Interpol in these abduction cases. If the taking 
parent is in Saudi Arabia, however, we right now have no legal 
mechanism, such as an extradition treaty, with which to work with 
on the parent’s involuntary return to the United States. We can in 
fact deny a U.S. visa to an abducting parent, certain family mem- 
bers of that taking parent and others who aid and abduct — I’m 
sorry — who aid an abducting parent if the abducted child is a U.S. 
citizen and is being held overseas in violation of a U.S. court order. 
Visa refusals and revocations under this authority can often have 
a positive impact on our efforts to secure the return of a child. 

It can also complicate other instances. Nevertheless, we are more 
aggressively entering names of all those individuals in our consular 
look-up system. You have asked us what else the U.S. Government 
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can do to put pressure on the Saudi Government to secure the re- 
lease of these citizens. We would say first and foremost, don’t give 
up. Your attention to these cases and the recent visit to Saudi Ara- 
bia have been extremely helpful. You ensured that the Government 
of Saudi Arabia more fully understands the importance the Con- 
gress and the American people attach to the resolution of these 
cases, and you encourage the Government of Saudi Arabia to work 
with us toward an arrangement that would help resolve these cases 
in a more rapid and fair manner. We will continue to be actively 
engaged in attempting to resolve each and every one of these cases. 
We will not be done with our work until the last child is returned 
to the United States. 

Thank you. 

Mr. OSE. Thank you, Ms. Andruch. We’re going to have a vote 
on the floor here shortly about another privileged resolution. Be- 
tween Chairman Burton, Mr. Shays and myself, I hope to keep this 
hearing going. One of us — I think Mr. Burton is on the floor right 
now. So he’ll vote, come back, and we’ll just keep going. 

Mr. Crocker or Ms. Andruch, which of you handles child custody 
cases for the State Department? 

Ms. Andruch. I think that would be my office, sir. 

Mr. OsE. All right. In response to some questions we asked back 
on June 12th, I have received — or excuse me, the committee has re- 
ceived from Mr. Paul Kelley a communication dated July 1, 2002, 
in part which responds to a question I asked about the number of 
cases that might exist in Saudi Arabia for children in these cir- 
cumstances. 

I just want to go through each of these cases one by one and ask 
you for an update on them, since it is now October 2nd or 3rd. 

Do you have this list in front of you? 

Ms. Andruch. I do have the list, sir, but I’m not really able to 
update you on individual cases in this particular forum, but I 
would be happy to meet with you or provide a written answer, a 
written update on each of these cases. 

Mr. OsE. I am aware of the admonition in the response I received 
the preference that these things not be discussed in public. The fact 
of the matter is not discussing them in public has not solved the 
problem. So, I mean. I’m just barely smart enough to figure that 
out, but since not discussing them in public doesn’t seem to solve 
them. I’m prepared to talk about them in public. 

Ms. Andruch. OK. 

Mr. OSE. So we’re going to go through them, and if you don’t 
know the answer, you can just say I don’t know. All right? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OsE. Now, we have Namet Badune who last visited her 
mother in Texas in March 2002. Do you have any current or more 
current information on that particular instance? 

Ms. Andruch. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. OSE. All right. I have a family name, al-Sarani, based in Ri- 
yadh. Do we have any information on that particular instance? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. 

Mr. OSE. Family name, Sultan, American name Rickett. Do we 
have any information on that case, again in Riyadh? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. 
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Mr. OsE. Child’s name of Samuel Bodo, B-o-d-o, who will turn 18 
in March of next year, do we have any current information on that 
case? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. 

Mr. OsE. OK. The Rives case we’ve had discussed here. 

Alshun Getty case we’ve discussed in the past. 

Catonni we’ve discussed. 

OK. Simone Nasser al-Ajmi, A-j-m-i, and apparently a sibling 
Salmere Fahad. Here it says the last update we have, recent at- 
tempts to reach the American parent were unsuccessful, her phone 
having been disconnected. And that was — the last actual contact 
date was September 2000. 

I don’t have a date in terms of what recent attempt means, but 
do you have any current information on that case? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. 

Mr. OsE. How about the al-Arifi case? There were three children 
involved: Rosemary Helen al-Arifi, Sarah Frances al-Arifi and 
Abdulaziz al-Arifi? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes. Well, I am very familiar with that case, and 
I heard the testimony of Ms. Tonetti — much of it yesterday. I know 
that we are in frequent contact through the lawyer in Saudi Ara- 
bia, and there was a question in fact as to whether — part of the 
problems now for her unfortunately stem from the charge that has 
been brought against her, this crimes against Islam, and there was 
a question as to whether in fact she could renounce her Saudi citi- 
zenship. And that would certainly be an option, and it would allow 
her then to travel without the threat of being tried under those 
charges, I believe, and she was going to be — I understood at least 
would be talking to a lawyer about that. 

Mr. OsE. Is she still charged with crimes against Islam? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir, she is. 

Mr. OsE. We have a Mark Bashir, who turned 18 on March 7, 
2002, and as I understand Saudi law, or Sharia law, whichever, if 
the male turns 18 then the control of the adult male in the house, 
the father, is no longer the determining factor. Is that correct? 

Ms. Andruch. That is my understanding as well for males. 

Mr. OsE. Basrawi, Ramie Jihad, and Suzanne Jihad Basrawi, 
which I think was the subject of yesterday’s hearing. Rami turned 
18 on August 17, 2001, but it is my understanding one of those 
children still resides in Saudi Arabia and travels back and forth. 

Ms. Andruch. Well 

Mr. OsE. She does not travel? She is stuck there. That would be 
Suzanne. 

Ms. Andruch. She is stuck, yes, sir. 

Mr. OsE. Do we know how old she is? 

Ms. Andruch. I thought she’s about 15, isn’t she? 15, yeah. 

Mr. OSE. And you have no current information on her case? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. 

Mr. OSE. All right. My time is expired. Mr. Shays. 

Mr. Shays. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I just am — I’m not sure, 
frankly, in my own mind what information I want to ask publicly 
about these cases if I have a conviction that there is a change in 
heart on the part of the State Department. And I need to under- 
stand what was the policy of the State Department, and what is 
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it today as it relates to the cases in Saudi Arabia? And I’ll start 
with you, Mr. Mabus. 

Mr. Mabus. Congressman Shays, anybody that approached me, 
there were I believe four cases while I was there that the mother 
or a family member approached me. My policy was to try to help 
them and try to put whatever pressure I could bring to bear on the 
Saudi Government to return the children. I kept the State Depart- 
ment informed, as Ambassadors do, on what I was up to, but I 
never asked if it was OK. And I issued the order to not grant visas 
to any family members on my own, because I thought that was 
within my prerogative to do as Ambassador and that it would 
work. 

My understanding is that as soon as I left, my successor came 
in, found the policy in effect and asked the State Department if 
that was OK, was told it was not OK and to end it, and he did. 

Mr. Shays. And that was when? 

Mr. Mabus. I left in May 1996, and my successor arrived in Au- 
gust 1996. 

Mr. Shays. Now, Mr. Crocker, the policy of the administration 
today is to go back to Mr. Mabus’ policy? Or what? What is our pol- 
icy, and what was it before — in between 1996 and now? 

Mr. Crocker. Sir, our policy has always been to find ways to es- 
tablish communication between separated parents and children 
and to try to — to effect the reunification 

Mr. Shays. That is the policy. What was the practice? 

Mr. Crocker. The reunification of families. I’ll be quite frank 
with you. The practices is the issue. The practice of — and a lot of 
effort by a lot of people went into these, of working with the courts, 
the legal system, contacts with family members in Saudi Arabia, 
and so forth, while all important and all things we will continue 
quite demonstrably, and this committee has illuminated it, did not 
produce results. 

Our position is just as I’ve stated it. This has high-level attention 
from this administration, and that will be sustained high-level at- 
tention. 

Mr. Shays. I want to apologize. Ambassador. Your service to our 
country in Saudi Arabia was distinguished, and I just wasn’t think- 
ing by calling you mister. I should have called you Ambassador. I 
apologize for that. 

Ms. Andruch — am I saying that name correctly? 

Ms. Andruch. Andruch. That’s right. 

Mr. Shays. Would you have anything to elaborate on what Mr. 
Crocker said? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. I’d like to say that I’m not sure what was 
done between his time in Saudi Arabia and more recently, but in 
1998, thanks to some legislation, we were able to expand the ineli- 
gibility that we have for people who are not only abductors them- 
selves but also to immediate family members of abductors. Now, 
what we need to be able to do that is the names and to the extent 
possible the date and place of birth of these immediate family 
members, and that will ensure that their names will be put into 
a system and that visa will be refused when they actually apply. 
That was — we were not able to do that for that particular category 
before that. 
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In 1991, we were able to do it for the abducting parent himself 

Mr. Shays. Thank you. Mr. Crocker — and your title is? I’m sorry. 

Mr. Crocker. I am Deputy Assistant Secretary of State. 

Mr. Shays. Thank you. So your proper title is Mr. Secretary? 
What is your proper title? 

Mr. Crocker. Mr. Crocker is just fine. 

Mr. Shays. Did you have a chance to look at some of the docu- 
ments that were in this? 

Mr. Crocker. I’ve really only seen the first page of it. 

Mr. Shays. How would you respond to this paragraph? There has 
been a great deal of confusion and misconception surrounding the 
issue of child custody and abduction. Some have charged that 
Saudi Arabia is holding Americans against their will. This is abso- 
lutely not true, but there are some — let’s just take that part. 

It is clearly your testimony that some children in Saudi Arabia 
were abducted. Is that true? 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, sir, that’s true. 

Mr. Shays. And is it also the position of the State Department 
that they are being held in Saudi Arabia against their will? 

Mr. Crocker. It is very clear from testimony that the committee 
heard yesterday that is the case. 

Mr. Shays. And it’s very clear that it is the government’s highest 
policy to help return these children to their families? 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, it is, sir. 

Mr. Shays. Is there anything that this committee can do to give 
it more elevation, or do you think it’s pretty high elevation already? 

Mr. Crocker. Judging by the hearing I attended in June and 
what I saw yesterday and earlier today. I’d say it’s pretty high. 

Mr. Shays. My comment to the sitting Chair is that I want to 
give not a lot of time, but I want to give the administration an op- 
portunity to pursue the efforts that our Ambassador pursued when 
he was there with distinction and to allow the dialog to happen 
hopefully in some cases in private if that ultimately results in the 
return of these children. And so I’m not particularly interested in 
pursuing every issue as it relates to family members in a public 
setting, unless staff wants to persuade me differently. And I yield 
back. 

Mr. OsE. The gentleman yields back, and I’m prepared to have 
a discussion on that. My particular concern here is that the For- 
eign Affairs Manual, the citations I see in the testimony we re- 
ceived are that the pattern and practice of the State Department 
are such as to once they ascertain there is no physical — immediate 
physical danger to the American citizen who has sought refuge, 
that person is then basically asked to leave the embassy. 

Mr. Shays. So let’s talk about that. 

Mr. OsE. I’m prepared to talk about that as a matter of policy 
and practice. 

Now, I do think that Governor Mabus during his time in Saudi 
Arabia actually spoke a language that was clear and unequivocal 
and was making significant progress. And your suggestion about 
how to implement that is certainly noted from my end. I will tell 
you some of these individual cases, if we’re talking about — what is 
the word, “welfare”? Welfare and whereabouts checks, there have 
been a number of years passed since the name where any such wel- 
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fare or whereabouts check has been effectuated, and that gives me 
great pause in that regard, whether it is one by one or all as a 
bunch, because if we can ascertain that in fact these American citi- 
zens’ welfare is solid, you know, what exactly are we trying to ac- 
complish? 

Mr. Shays. May I respond? 

Mr. OSE. Certainly. 

Mr. Shays. I’d like to know the policy and if the policy isn’t being 
followed in practice, I want to be assured that the practice is 
changing. I just have the sense that we have the attention of the 
State Department and the Saudi Government. The parents cer- 
tainly have our attention, and I just would be curious to see the 
outcome of the chairman’s visit, the outcome of these hearings in 
dialog with the families. And so I would take some guidance from 
the families themselves, because ultimately it’s their cases we’re 
trying to resolve. So I know I’m going to go vote, and I’ll have an 
opportunity to talk to some of the families before I come back. 

Mr. OSE. All right. I think the chairman is due back here shortly. 
We’ve got 6 minutes and 25 seconds left in this vote. Mr. Shays is 
faster than I am, so I’m going to chase him out of the room here 
in a minute, but we’re going to recess for a few moments, and we 
will be back. 

[Recess.] 

Mr. Burton [presiding]. We will call the committee back to 
order, and I apologize for my absence. I do appreciate you being 
here. 

Ambassador Mabus, when you called Washington, I understand 
you called Washington and asked them if you should consider the 
practice that you had — Fowler called Washington and asked them 
if the practice should be continued to deny visas to the extended 
family of people who were involved in the kidnappings and holding 
of these children. Are you familiar with why they changed that pol- 
icy? 

Mr. Mabus. No, sir. 

Mr. Burton. The policy you had? 

Mr. Mabus. No, sir. I’m not. Ambassador Fowler told me that 
he — when he arrived, he found my policy in place, that he then 
asked the State Department in Washington if he had permission to 
continue it and was told that he did not and that therefore he 
ended it. I don’t know what the reason was. 

Mr. Burton. Did you ever have any opposition to that policy 
while you were Ambassador? 

Mr. Mabus. No, sir, but as I’ve said a little bit earlier, I informed 
the State Department, kept them informed at every step of the way 
of what I was doing, but to my memory I never asked if I could 
do it. I thought that it was within the prerogative of my job as Am- 
bassador. 

Mr. Burton. It seems unusual that Wyche Fowler would — Am- 
bassador Fowler would ask that kind of a question. It seems that 
he would have just kept on with the policy, unless he had some 
problem with it. 

I’ve talked to a lot of Ambassadors. I’ve never heard of anybody 
when there was an ongoing policy of asking if it could be continued, 
have you? 
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Mr. Mabus. No, sir. 

Mr. Burton. This is probably a question that you can’t answer, 
any of you, but I’d like to ask this question now. Do you know if 
Mr. Fowler is now a representative of the Saudi Government? 

Mr. Mabus. I don’t know, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Do any of you know that? Don’t know if he is. 

Mr. Crocker, would you agree that in the Tonetti case, that the 
Saudi embassy appears to have issued passports to Joanna 
Tonetti’s children, despite the fact that it had been warned that 
her ex-husband did not have custody of the children and was not 
allowed to take them out of the country? 

Mr. Crocker. I certainly heard her testimony in which she laid 
all of that out. 

Mr. Burton. Well, would you agree that in the McClain case, 
that the Saudi Government apparently issued a passport to Heidi, 
despite the fact that it had been warned that the father did not 
have custody of Heidi and was not allowed to take her out of the 
country? 

Mr. Crocker. There again, I heard the testimony. 

Mr. Burton. Does the State Department consider the Saudi Gov- 
ernment to have been complicit in the Tonetti and the McClain 
kidnappings? 

Mr. Crocker. I can’t take a position on that, Mr. Chairman. As 
I said. I’ve heard the testimony. 

Mr. Burton. You’re with the State Department, aren’t you? 

Mr. Crocker. That is correct. 

Mr. Burton. If a U.S. court gives custody of a child to an Amer- 
ican mother and the court notifies the Saudi embassy that there is 
a court order giving the mother custody of the children and admon- 
ishes the Saudi embassy not to give passports to those children be- 
cause they’re not to be taken out of the country and then the Saudi 
embassy does exactly the opposite and grants the passports, would 
you say they’re complicit in the kidnapping of those children? 

Mr. Crocker. Mr. Chairman, this is into an area of consular law 
and practice, and I’d like to ask my colleague to address it. 

Mr. Burton. OK. Ms. Andruch. 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. At the risk of being a skunk at the gar- 
den party here, what I would like to say is that in the United 
States, for example, if the tables were reversed and we knew about 
a court order from another country, Saudi Arabia, any other coun- 
try and an American citizen came to us asking for a passport, by 
law we may refuse to issue that passport, but we don’t always — 
we don’t necessarily refuse. And certain — and in certain cir- 
cumstances, the safety of the child at the time, other mitigating cir- 
cumstances, we would want to have that right to issue the pass- 
port. 

Now 

Mr. Burton. Well, let me just say, who do you folks work for? 

Ms. Andruch. We work for the Secretary, for the government 
and for the people. 

Mr. Burton. And for who, the people of the United States? 

Ms. Andruch. And for the people of the United States, yes, sir. 

Mr. Burton. That’s right. 

Ms. Andruch. But would you, sir — excuse me 
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Mr. Burton. I understand what you’re saying, but here we have 
a case where a government was informed of a court order in the 
United States and they granted a passport to these children and 
let the father kidnap them. The mother doesn’t see them or hear 
from them anymore, and you’re saying that our State Department 
doesn’t take issue with that? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. That is not exactly what I’m saying. 

Mr. Burton. You’re saying that if the tables were reversed and 
there was a child in Germany that was under court order to stay 
there and if a passport was issued — was asked for that we might 
grant the passport for that child to come back to the United States 
in violation of that court order, is that what you’re saying? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burton. OK. The difference is in Saudi Arabia their oppres- 
sion is unbelievable. In Germany, if an adult, child or a child be- 
comes of age or if a woman is of age and they want to leave the 
country, they can do it. In Saudi Arabia, they can’t do it unless the 
husband grants that authority. And the women are persecuted and 
the children are persecuted if they try to rebel in any way against 
that kind of a system. So it seems to me that our State Department 
ought to take a different view of countries that have a repressive 
policy against women and children than we do against a govern- 
ment like Germany or France or any other country where they can 
leave of their own volition when they’re of age. 

In addition to that, the Saudis don’t recognize any religion except 
their own. In France, in Germany, in other countries where we 
have these kinds of problems, they can worship as they choose, and 
they don’t have to wear abayas and they don’t have to be per- 
secuted. So it seems to me that there ought to be a standard 
against which we hold every government, and the Saudi Govern- 
ment should not meet that standard because of their repressive 
policies. That is the difference. 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. Everything you say is true, and I don’t 
disagree with any of it. 

Mr. Burton. Then why hasn’t our government been more aggres- 
sive in getting these kids back, when in the 1980’s — was it in the 
1980’s or the 1990’s that they went to the embassy with these chil- 
dren? 

In 1990, that was the Stowers family, Ms. Stowers and her chil- 
dren, they went to the embassy in 1990, and they were told it 
wasn’t a hotel and they said that our embassy observed Saudi law. 
These are American employees that work for the government of the 
United States and the American people, and here’s American citi- 
zens coming in, and the Marine officers take them to the front 
gate. The mother is arrested. The 12-year-old daughter is married 
off, and we’re supposed to represent American citizens, and on our 
passports it says right in the front that we’re supposed to do every- 
thing we can to help them. 

Why hasn’t our State Department been more aggressive in help- 
ing these cases? 

Mr. Crocker. May I respond to that? 

Mr. Burton. Yeah. 
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Mr. Crocker. Well, as you mentioned earlier, Ambassador Jor- 
dan has made it very clear that no American who needs the help 
of the embassy is going to be turned away. 

Mr. Burton. And I admire Ambassador Jordan for saying that. 

But what else has the State Department been doing? Let me give 
you some ideas. I want to give a copy of this, OK? 

I gave a copy of this, incidentally, to the Secretary of State, who 
I think he is trying to help. I have admiration for Colin Powell, 
Secretary Powell. He helped get this beautiful young lady, I don’t 
see her here now, out of Kuala Lumpur; and he said, we might lose 
some diplomats out of this, but he did it anyhow. You tell him, I 
appreciate it. 

Here are some things that could be done to fix the system. There 
should be an entrance stamp on our passports, an entrance stamp. 
If a father comes into the United States and in violation of a court 
order decides to take a child to Saudi Arabia, kidnap them, he 
comes into the country, he gets an entrance stamp on his passport. 
He goes to the Saudi embassy and gets two passports from them 
to take the children back to Saudi Arabia. When he goes to emi- 
grate back with the children, his passport will have an entrance 
stamp on it, but the children’s won’t, and immigration officer will 
say, hey, where is the entrance stamp on this passport and that 
will raise a red flag on the children’s passport, so that they will 
know immediately that these children did not come in with the fa- 
ther, and they’ll want to find out if they are legally entitled to 
leave with the father. 

That is one way to skin the cat. 

There ought to he penalties for people who violate court orders. 
These fathers, some of them, were here in the United States, they 
were in court. They got custody of the children for 2 or 3 weeks 
and they knew that they were under a court order to not take them 
out of the country and yet they did it anyhow. Some of them, there 
are warrants out for the arrest of some of those. There ought to be 
penalties for kidnappers. Currently, the U.S. Government denies 
visas to the United States for kidnappers and those who directly 
assist them. That is not enough to put pressure on individuals to 
return kidnapped children. 

We are drafting legislation which would allow the State Depart- 
ment to deny visas to the extended families of kidnappers, as well 
as government officials from governments which assist in the 
kidnappings. I understand that was the policy in the past, and it 
was changed; is that right? Wasn’t there a policy in the past that 
denied visas where we did not deny visas? 

Governor Mahus, you had that policy? 

Mr. Mabus. Yes, sir, anybody with the same last name did not 
get a visa. 

Mr. Burton. It would seem to me that would he a reasonable 
thing to reinstate. 

We also had a policy in the past which the Saudis objected to — 
and other countries, I suppose, did as well, but particularly the 
Saudis — that women were informed about the policies of the coun- 
try to which they were emigrating or going to. I think every woman 
who marries a foreign national ought to understand the cultures 
and the rules of that country. 
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Now, in particular, let’s talk about Saudi Arabia. If women know 
they are going to have to wear an abaya everywhere they go, if 
they know they are going to have to have their husband’s permis- 
sion to go to the bathroom or anywhere else, that they can’t come 
back to the United States without their husbands signing an agree- 
ment to allow them to go, if they know that their children are not 
going to be able to come to the United States ever again without 
Qieir husband’s approval, I think a lot of those women would have 
some second thoughts. 

I don’t know why that State Department took that kind of infor- 
mation out of their Internet and are not giving it to women, but 
I would strongly urge that kind of information be reinstated for 
every country, including Saudi Arabia, and especially these coun- 
tries that have these kinds of oppressive policies. Afghanistan, the 
way it was before, Iran, Iraq, Saudi Arabia, those countries ought 
to be — the people ought to be at least made aware; then they can 
make an informed decision about whether or not they want to risk 
going over there. 

A resolution regarding refuge in U.S. embassies: Now we’re talk- 
ing about introducing a resolution in the Congress that would say 
that nobody who is an American citizen would ever be denied ref- 
uge in an embassy or consulate anywhere in the world. That 
shouldn’t be necessary. It should be State Department policy that 
any American citizen — woman, child, man — that comes into that 
embassy is guaranteed the protection of that embassy. That is U.S. 
territory. It is U.S. territory, and they should not be forced out onto 
the street to suffer the penalties of that government if they are in 
U.S. territory, the embassy. And that should be a policy not only 
in Saudi Arabia, but anyplace in the world; and we should try to 
help them get back to the United States if there is any way pos- 
sible to do that. Even if we have to risk having some of our em- 
bassy officials become persona non grata and come back to the 
United States, that is something that we should risk. 

We are there to protect American citizens and if they come into 
that embassy — women, children, men, whatever — they ought to be 
guaranteed the protection of this government. 

And finally, I think that the Ambassador, like Ambassador 
Mabus, and the embassy staff, should be granted the authority to 
deny visas on security grounds. Specifically, they should be allowed 
to place the burden on the visa applicant to make sure that they 
are traveling to the United States for the purpose they claim and 
not because they are a security risk of any kind, which includes 
taking children who are under court order to stay with the other 
parent and whisking them back to the country — to Saudi Arabia. 
There ought to be more authority for the United States to deny 
visas to these foreign nationals if they suspect that they are coming 
over here for some purpose like that, OK? 

And do you have any other suggestions on what we could do to 
protect American citizens from this kind of a thing? 

Ms. Andruch. Sir, I just wanted to say, I was familiar with your 
suggestions. I think — I mean, they are all good ones. Some of them, 
we’re already doing. Some of them, we clearly need to do more on. 

The thing on the visas, and I think you were out for a vote, but 
we do now already have — we are putting names in for at least im- 
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mediate family members of known abductors. If there is legislation 
that allows us to go to the more extended family members, that is 
easy enough to do. We will do that. 

Mr. Burton. We ought to do that too. 

Ms. Andruch. I think also the thing on getting more information 
out, we have something that I think will be an easy mechanism to 
use. We have an information sheet for each country now. We can 
put more information in there on what American women and oth- 
ers can expect, the living conditions in that country. 

We have something now for Saudi Arabia; it is admittedly not 
strong enough, and we will do that now. 

Mr. Burton. Well, I hope you will make it as strong as possible. 
I know that you are a diplomat and that you want to make sure 
that you don’t offend a country any more than you have to. But we 
are here, first of all — you, me, all of us — to protect Americans, to 
protect Americans’ rights. And it seems to me that every single 
woman and child that is going to Saudi Arabia, or a country with 
these oppressive policies, ought to know what they are getting into. 

Put yourself in their place. You are an attractive lady. How 
would you like not knowing that if you go to Saudi Arabia you 
must wear a black abaya, and if you have your ankle showing on 
the street, somebody slaps you with a stick. You wouldn’t like that. 

Ms. Andruch. No, I couldn’t do it. And you are absolutely right. 

I do want to say, I do work for the American people. It is a privi- 
lege. We don’t always get it right, but I very much — a lot of people 
actually would probably say I wasn’t very diplomatic, but I have 
the luxury of having the protection and welfare of American citi- 
zens overseas being my only job. So to the extent that I can do it 
better, I am open to suggestions. I look forward to working with 
you and others to help us. 

Mr. Burton. Well, the embassy could have been — not the em- 
bassy, but the State Department could have been doing a much 
more aggressive and better job, in my judgment, to protect these 
women and children. And it seems to me that we ought to be very 
aggressive with governments like the Saudi Government, that has 
lied to us. You know, the FBI said — and I want to say to my col- 
leagues, pardon me for going longer than I should — the Ambas- 
sador to the United States, according to the previous administra- 
tion — two people that worked for the previous administration in 
the area of foreign policy and terrorism wrote a book, and they said 
that the Ambassador to the United States lied to them about the 
bombing of the Khobar Towers in Saudi Arabia. He lied to them 
about that. 

I understand he is a very charming fellow. But we should not 
allow an ambassador to the United States to lie to a President or 
to the President’s Cabinet or to the people in the administration 
that are dealing with a terrorist attack that kills 17, 18, 19 Ameri- 
cans. And Bandar is still here. He lied about that, and we know 
he lied about them cooperating and trying to help these women 
with their children. 

Now, somebody ought to go to him next time he goes down to 
Texas or over to the White House and say, look, we know you lied, 
and we don’t want you to do it anymore, because if you do, we are 
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going to kick your fanny out of here and send you back to Saudi 
Arabia where you can wear your robes all the time and be a prince. 

I mean it. If I sound a little too vociferous, it is because I am 
so angry. I went through abuse as a child. I saw it firsthand. I saw 
my dad rip my mother’s clothes off of her until she did not have 
anything on and knock her until we thought she was dead; and 
then he would look at me and say, You better get back upstairs or 
you will get some of this, and I did. . 

And I hate people, I absolutely abhor people who mistreat women 
and children, and they are doing it on a regular basis over there. 
And they are doing it to Americans, and the Americans couldn’t 
find sanctuary after this gentleman left over there; and that is a 
tragedy. And for our State Department to allow that to happen, to 
turn a blind eye, is a sin. I hope to God that never happens again. 

I don’t know if we are going to be able to get these kids back, 
that ought to be brought back to America. I hope we can. We are 
going to do everything we can to do that. But you should sure as 
hell should never let this happen again. 

Mr. Ose. 

Mr. Ose. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Do we call you Ambassador 
or Governor? 

Mr. Mabus. Either one is way better than what I get called a lot 
of times. 

Mr. Ose. My house is like that too. 

Mr. Ambassador, when you took the step of withholding visas, 
was that part of a policy manual that the State Department has 
or was that kind of an individual initiative? 

Mr. Mabus. I think that would fall under individual initiative. It 
did seem to me when I was preparing to be an ambassador, I was 
told that visas were a privilege, not a right, and that Ambas- 
sadors — if there was an interest to the United States involved, that 
Ambassadors could deny visas; and I thought that an interest to 
the United States was involved in these cases. And I wasn’t mak- 
ing a lot of headway with the Saudi Government, although they 
would listen, but they wouldn’t force the husbands or the fathers 
to return the kids. 

And I was trying to find a leverage point to solve this, and Saudi 
families are exceptionally tight knit, close to each other; and I 
thought that if we denied visas to anybody with the same last 
name, that the family would put pressure on the kidnapper. 

Mr. Ose. Mr. Crocker, does the current policy of the State De- 
partment allow an ambassador to use visas in this manner? 

Mr. Crocker. There is a legislative restriction on visa denials. 

Mr. Ose. 4365? 

Mr. Crocker. Whatever it is, yes. 

Governor Mabus is exactly right, you can take initiative some- 
times from the field if you don’t ask. 

Mr. Ose. When you say a “legislative initiative,” is it a legislative 
initiative or is it a statute? Is it current law? Has it been passed 
by the Congress and signed by the President? 

Ms. Andruch. I think if you are talking about visa ineligibilities, 
that is part of the immigration and nationality act and part of the 
act is that only consular officers can adjudicate visas. 
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Mr. OsE. What do you mean? Is the Ambassador a consular offi- 
cer? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir, he or she isn’t. 

Mr. Burton. Don’t they take their orders from the Ambassador? 

Ms. Andruch. They take their orders from the Ambassador cer- 
tainly. 

Mr. Burton. If a consular officer is told — pardon me for inter- 
rupting — if a consular officer is asked to deny a visa for a reason 
that he thinks is important, what will the consular officer do? 

Ms. Andruch. If there is a basis in the law under which the visa 
can be denied, then it will be denied. 

Frankly, if it is just because there is a suspicion of something, 
that would not be enough to deny a visa. And I suspect what a con- 
sular officer would have done then is to come into Washington and 
say this is what we have, you know. Is there a way I can do what 
the Ambassador is asking me to do? 

Mr. OsE. There are lists of people maintained 

Mr. Burton. Will the gentleman yield one more time? 

Mr. OSE. Certainly. 

Mr. Burton. Ambassador Mabus, did you ever have a situation 
like this? 

Mr. Mabus. No, sir, I told my consular officer that was the pol- 
icy. My memory is that I gave him written orders, so that it would 
not harm him if there were any problems. 

Mr. Burton. And he acceded to your wishes? 

Mr. Mabus. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Are you saying, that consular officer did not do the 
right thing? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. I’m not. I’m not in a position to know 
what happened. I thought, though — and I don’t have all the names 
of the applicants, but there is also — I know very often families are 
told, well, if you apply for a visa, you are not likely to get one. And 
it could have, in fact, been that in many cases the people involved 
did not actually apply for a visa, but I don’t know. And I will — we 
can certainly — if we have the names of the applicants, we can cer- 
tainly go back and check our records and get back to you on that. 

Mr. Burton. Do you have a response? 

Mr. Mabus. I know in the case of Pat Roush’s ex-husband, al- 
Gheshayan, that a lot of family members — not a lot, several family 
members applied and were turned down. He kept calling the em- 
bassy and saying his family was furious at him that we couldn’t do 
this to them, that his family was bringing pressure to bear on him. 

And the first person that got turned down was a general in the 
Saudi national guard, who had cancer and was going to M.D. An- 
derson for treatment, and I got called in by the Crown Prince on 
that one. 

I issued the visa — I did not want to kill anybody over this — but 
I told him what was going on and why I was doing this and my 
reasons for doing so and his response was. You’re doing the right 
thing. The only thing somebody like that understands is strength. 

Mr. Burton. So was it your impression that they were going to 
release the children? 
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Mr. Mabus. It was my impression that the father was under in- 
creasing and pretty severe pressure from his family to release the 
children. 

Mr. Burton. And that pressure was relieved when Wyche Fowler 
became Ambassador? 

Mr. Mabus. The pressure was relieved when my policy was dis- 
continued when Ambassador Fowler was there, yes, sir. 

Mr. OSE. Mr. Chairman, may I have another 5 minutes? 

Mr. Burton. Sure. 

Mr. OSE. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Crocker, does the State Department keep a list of the names 
of the individuals who are involved in these cases with American 
children who have Saudi nationality? 

Ms. Andruch. I think I am probably in a better position to an- 
swer that. 

The list of the family members of parents who have abducted 
children, is that what you are asking? 

Mr. OsE. If we have an American national married to a Saudi 
national, is there a list of Saudi nationals who might be involved 
in such cases? Is there a list maintained? 

Ms. Andruch. We have a list of the names of abducting parents 
that we’re aware of, yes. 

Mr. OsE. Are those people allowed to come to the United States? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. 

Mr. OSE. We had testimony yesterday that, in fact, there was a 
situation where a father and a child did come to the United States. 

Ms. Andruch. Let me say, when I say “allowed” I misspoke be- 
cause there is — a visa can be denied to that person. 

Mr. OsE. Can be or is? 

Ms. Andruch. Can be. Is, I guess — let me go back. 

Mr. OSE. I know the definition of “is.” 

Ms. Andruch. And I used to. 

Must be — the visa must be denied under these grounds. 

Now, there are waivers; you may obtain a waiver of that particu- 
lar ineligibility. So if someone received a visa and traveled to the 
United States, I would have to look into the background to find out 
why that visa was issued. 

Mr. OsE. What would be the grounds for waiving a denial on 
someone who has arguably abducted an American child? What 
would those grounds be? 

Ms. Andruch. The very best reason would be if that parent were 
only willing to bring back the abducted child if he could either 
come with the child at the time or, say, was coming to the United 
States to take part in a custody hearing, but that it was somehow 
connected to the return of the child; then we would definitely re- 
quest a waiver of that ineligibility. 

Mr. OsE. Are there such instances? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir, not yet. 

Mr. OsE. But there are instances where those individuals have 
come back to the States under a visa that has not been denied? 

Ms. Andruch. I don’t know, sir. I’d have to check. I’d have to 
check against names — a list of names to see if and when a visa had 
been issued. 
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Mr. OsE. I know we have the names of the cases. I was going 
through part of them. 

I would appreciate in writing a response as to how the individ- 
ual, the Saudi national involved in those cases, is treated if and 
when that person applies for a visa to the United States. I’d just 
like to know what the State Department would do in a situation 
like that. 

Can you respond to us in writing to that effect? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OsE. OK. Now, the second question I have is, back on June 
12th, we asked for the name of the Department of State policy offi- 
cial who directed the U.S. Marines to escort Monica Stowers and 
her children from the U.S. embassy in Riyadh. I still don’t have 
that. And it is now October what, 3rd? Is there some problem? 

Ms. Andruch. I am not aware of that, so again. I’m sorry. I will 
take the question though. I thought all of your questions had been 
answered. 

Mr. OsE. It says here — this was with Mr. Kelly’s July 1st re- 
sponse, “We are currently trying to contact officials who were 
present during the incident to better answer your question. We will 
provide a followup reply as soon as possible.” 

Now do we know who was at the embassy at the time? Do we 
have records, who was employed there? 

Ms. Andruch. I’m sure we must have records sir. 

Ms. Roush. That was Karla Reed. 

Mr. OsE. OK, I presume that we have records of where people 
who might have retired from the State Department now reside. I 
am going to keep coming back to this question, Ms. Andruch. 

Ms. Andruch. We both thought the question had been answered, 
so I do apologize and we will get you an answer. 

Mr. OsE. OK. I do want to know who it was who made that hap- 
pen. Whether there were any e-mails or cables back and forth to 
Washington about it. 

Who made the decision? Who sort of pulled the trigger on Ms. 
Stowers? I think that would be very interesting piece of informa- 
tion to have. 

Mr. Chairman, I would yield back at this time. I do have more 
questions, but I see that my time is about up. 

Mr. Shays [presiding]. Mr. Crocker, the Saudi Foreign Minister 
sent a letter to Secretary Powell on September 17, 2002, attaching 
a list of cases where children were abducted out of Saudi Arabia 
and brought to the United States against the wishes of their par- 
ents. That is the claim. Have you seen that list? 

Mr. Crocker. I have, sir. 

Mr. Shays. The Saudi Government appears to be claiming that 
Saudi citizens may be held against their will here in America. Do 
you believe that allegation? 

Mr. Crocker. My understanding is that when that list was 
passed, there was no commentary, background, or other expressed 
position coming with it. We are not treating that as a formal com- 
munication. 

Mr. Shays. There were no particulars? There were no specifics? 
No names? 
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Mr. Crocker. No, sir, and we made the same observation that 
this committee did concerning Dria Davis. 

Mr. Shays. Ambassador Mabus, to your knowledge, are Saudi 
citizens being held against their will in America, and were any 
held against their will in America while you served as Ambas- 
sador? Are you aware of any complaints? 

Mr. Mabus. Is the question are American citizens being held in 
Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Burton. No. To your knowledge, are Saudi citizens being 
held against their will in America? 

Mr. Mabus. No, sir. 

Mr. Shays. Were any held against their will in America while 
you were serving as Ambassador? 

Mr. Mabus. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Shays. Mr. Crocker, one of the names on the Saudi’s list of 
abductions by Americans is Dria Davis. The Saudis allege that 
Dria was taken out of the United States on a military plane with 
the assistance of the State Department. Was she? 

Mr. Crocker. We have heard her own testimony that she was 
not. 

Mr. Shays. In fact, did not the State Department inform the 
Saudi Government that Dria was not taken out of Saudi Arabia 
with the State Department’s help? 

Mr. Crocker. I am not aware. 

Mr. Shays. The answer is that you are not aware of that claim? 
OK. 

Ms. Andruch. No. 

Mr. Shays. In other words, you are not aware that the State De- 
partment informed a few years ago that was not the case? 

Mr. Crocker. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. I don’t know. I am 
not saying that the State Department did not; I don’t know. 

Mr. Shays. Another name on the purported list of American 
kidnappings is that of Jennifer Martin, yet isn’t it true that Jen- 
nifer Martin had her son kidnapped by her Saudi ex-husband? In 
other words, wasn’t her son kidnapped by her Saudi ex-husband? 

Ms. Andruch. I’m not familiar with that case at all. 

Mr. Shays. Isn’t it true that Ms. Martin has made a number of 
concessions to her Saudi ex-husband in an effort to see her son? 

You are not familiar? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir, and if I could say — unfortunately, Mr. Ose 
is not here right now, but he had asked me earlier for an update 
on several cases; and this is one — another one, and I do have a list 
of the current cases, and you may be aware that there are families 
who are living in Saudi Arabia who have specifically asked us not 
to intervene in their cases and Ms. Martin may in fact be one of 
those. I don’t know off the top of my head, but that was certainly 
the situation in some of those other cases that I addressed. 

Mr. Shays. In the case, Mr. Crocker, in the Rives case, Lilly and 
Sami Rives were not Saudi citizens; is that correct? 

Mr. Crocker. That is my understanding, yes, sir. 

Mr. Shays. Are the Rives children being held improperly in 
Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Crocker. We consider this a case of abduction, and it is very 
much our desire to see that they are returned. 
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Mr. Shays. And when I say “Rives,” it is “Rives,” so you have un- 
derstood what I’ve meant. I’m sorry. 

Is it your understanding that the kidnapping mother in the Rives 
case comes from an influential family in Saudi Arabia? 

Ms. Andruch. I have heard that as well, sir. She is Syrian, and 
I think there are members of her extended family who are in fact 
Saudis. 

Mr. Shays. Is it your understand that the Saudi Government has 
taken action to protect this influential family? For example, has it 
granted the Rives children Saudi travel documents, despite the fact 
that they are not Saudi citizens? 

Ms. Ajstdruch. I heard that just today from Mr. Rives, the fact 
that they did get Saudi passports. 

Mr. Shays. But there is no way for the State Department to con- 
firm that? 

Ms. Andruch. We can — I think we could probably go to the 
Saudi Government and ask them to confirm that, yes, sir. 

Mr. Shays. So you are not all that familiar with the Michael 
Rives case? 

In other words, if I ask you this question: Has the family used 
its influence to keep Michael Rives from coming to Saudi Arabia? 

Ms. Andruch. I’m not aware of that, no. I am familiar with the 
case, but I am not aware of any influence that the Saudi Govern- 
ment may have put on the family, no — and the government. 

Mr. Shays. Has the State Department demanded the return of 
the Rives children from Saudi Arabia? 

Mr. Crocker. Ambassador Jordan has raised the Rives, as well 
as other cases, with the Foreign Minister, with the request that 
these children be returned to the United States. 

Ms. Andruch. And if I could just add, we asked — we have raised 
the case, and we have used as the logical argument that these chil- 
dren are not Saudi nationals. The mother is not a Saudi national, 
there is no reason for them to retain these American children in 
Saudi Arabia. We have also asked for the return of the two of the 
American passports that the Saudi Government now has. 

Mr. Shays. Let me ask you, what is their response to that? 

Ms. Andruch. As far as I am aware, as of yesterday there has 
not yet been a response. 

Mr. Shays. OK. I have some questions of Mr. Mabus. Do you 
want to go on? 

Why don’t you go and then I will come back. 

Mr. OsE. Mr. Crocker, when the al-Gheshayan sisters went from 
Saudi Arabia to London, did the State Department know that they 
were leaving Saudi Arabia heading for London? 

Mr. Crocker. No, we did not. 

Mr. OsE. Did they meet with a State Department official in Lon- 
don? 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, they did. 

Mr. OsE. At what point did the State Department learn of the 
al-Gheshayan sisters’ presence in London? 

Mr. Crocker. I believe that was Friday the 30th. 

Mr. OsE. And the interview was after? 

Mr. Crocker. Was Saturday. 
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Mr. OsE. What is the State Department doing today regarding 
the al-Gheshayan sisters? 

Mr. Crocker. We have made it clear to the Saudi Government 
that what needs to happen with the Gheshayan sisters is for them 
to travel to the United States and to see their mother in the United 
States. 

Mr. OsE. Absent an affirmative action to do that, what is the 
State Department doing to bring leverage on the al-Gheshayan 
family? In other words, are they free to get visas? 

Mr. Crocker. No, sir, consistent with the legislation that Ms. 
Andruch has described. 

Mr. OSE. Is al-Gheshayan or any member of his immediate fam- 
ily not able to get a visa today to the United States? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. In fact, because the women are now 
adults, that law does not apply; that ineligibility would not apply. 

Mr. OsE. So, in effect, the position of the United States is be- 
cause X number of years have passed, the statute of limitations on 
these citizenship rights have evaporated? 

Ms. Andruch. No, I wouldn’t sort of put it exactly like that. 

Mr. OSE. How would you put it? 

Ms. Andruch. Well, it is very — I mean it is a tragic situation 
that has gone on way too long. 

No one — I mean, we don’t deny that, and I — and I have listened 
Ms. Roush during the last testimony. I know how awful this is for 
her. Unfortunately, though, because they are adults and what we 
would like — and as Ambassador Crocker said, even before we knew 
the delegation was going out there and we were trying to be able 
to speak to the women, our instructions to the embassy and all 
along the way was that we really want to be able to talk to them, 
we want to urge them to go to the United States, where we knew 
that they would be able to tell us exactly what they wanted. 

They have done that in London, and I hope that is not the only 
opportunity we get to hear from them. But right now they have 
told us that they really don’t want us to intervene anymore in their 
lives. 

Mr. OsE. OK. Assume that Alia and Aisha are now majority sta- 
tus — by the way, what is majority age in Saudi Arabia for women? 

Ms. Andruch. I’m sorry sir, I don’t know in Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. OSE. So, for the moment, let’s set them aside in the — why 
would we give a visa to any member of the al-Gheshayan family? 

Ms. Andruch. Right now, I would have to say, sir, because we 
have no ineligibility. There is no provision in the law for us not to 
give a visa. 

Now, again 

Mr. OsE. Is there discretion in the law for you to — Ambassador 
Mabus apparently had the discretion. It may have cost him his job, 
but he exercised it. 

Ms. Andruch. What we could do, we talked earlier about some 
possible legislative fixes; and that would be something that would 
certainly be worth exploring, because right now that ineligibility is 
until the child — and it is usually a woman — is 18. 

That could be — is it 21? I’m sorry, it’s 21. 

Mr. OsE. OK. It does bring up an interesting point, because we 
did have testimony yesterday from Debra Docekal that somewhere 
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in the 1997-1998 timeframe her husband brought her children 
back to the United States on a vacation, that she alerted the State 
Department, hoping to be able to get the children back, and that 
nothing ensued. These were minor children brought back to the 
United States by an individual of Saudi nationality under cir- 
cumstances that arguably supported a kidnapping charge. 

Apparently, he got a visa. This was 1997 or 1998, if I am correct. 

How could that happen? 

Ms. Andruch. I don’t know sir. And I heard that testimony yes- 
terday. That was the first I knew. 

Our records indicated that our first contact with Ms. Docekal 
was in 2000. There had been — we did know about the trip angle, 
and I just don’t know enough about the case. I would have to sort 
of look into it and take that question. 

Mr. OsE. OK. Consider it asked. 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OsE. Now let me go back to another question. 

Mr. Shays was going through a list, or a series of questions, hav- 
ing to do with individual cases. I asked a series of questions having 
to do with individual cases. And some of those cases, according to 
the information we have in front of us, there has been no welfare 
or whereabouts check for any period of time — I mean, years in 
some cases. 

What is the standard that the State Department uses for deter- 
mining welfare and whereabouts of these children? 

Ms. Andruch. I guess, sir, there are a couple of things. First, we 
do it at the request of the left-behind parent. If the parent in the 
United States asks us to do a visit, that’s when we make our first 
attempts; and the reason we do that is because there have been in- 
stances where they may have been working on something else, and 
they did not want us to interfere by putting what might be consid- 
ered pressure on the family. 

If we know where the child is, then we contact the taking parent, 
which I know is often a problem and we request the ability to send 
a consular officer to their home to meet with the child and sort of 
talk to him or her, find out how they are. 

Mr. OsE. Is that the same as saying that you have wide discre- 
tion in doing welfare and whereabouts checks? 

Ms. Andruch. We have wide discretion, sir; yes, I would say so. 

Mr. OSE. So if you have wide discretion in that, why don’t you 
have wide discretion in the issuance of visas? 

Ms. Andruch. Because the visa is law. That has been legislated, 
and there are any number of ineligibilities. And certainly if an ap- 
plicant is ineligible under any one of those provisions, a visa must 
be denied. 

Mr. OsE. So do you agree with the clear consensus of this com- 
mittee that some means of denying visas to these people would be 
an effective tool? Or do you think it would not be an effective tool? 

Ms. Andruch. I think I agree that it would be an effective — that 
it could be an effective tool. 

Mr. OsE. Mr. Crocker, do you agree? 

Mr. Crocker. I think it could be an effective tool. The adminis- 
tration is not often in the habit of encouraging Congress to legis- 
late on anything like a foreign policy matter but I will tell you 
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frankly, from the policy side, that is the only way that the refusal 
categories could be broadened. 

Mr. OSE. And you are saying that ability to deny a visa is not 
in the foreign affairs manual, it is in statute? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OSE. And it applies to children under the age of 21? Or mi- 
nors under the age of 21? 

Ms. Andruch. That particular provision of the law that we were 
talking about that would allow us — that would actually be where 
we would have to refuse a visa to an abductor or immediate family 
is until the child is 21 or married. 

Mr. OsE. Would there be — for whatever reason, if someone per- 
petrated such an act on an American family, for whatever reason, 
would we ever issue them a visa? 

Just passage of time, geez, OK they are 21, OK, everything is 
forgiven? 

Ms. Andruch. Well, no. Not everything is forgiven. But again we 
would not have the legislative ability to deny a visa to that person 
any longer. 

Mr. OsE. So if we put forward a legislative effort to, in fact, 
allow — allow or mandate the denial of a visa to someone of foreign 
nationality who engaged in this kind of behavior, what would the 
position of the Department of State be on that legislative effort? 

Ms. Andruch. I think — I would have to consult with other of- 
fices, certainly other than my own. 

Mr. OSE. What would your position on that be? 

Ms. Andruch. My position would be, again, that I think it could 
be a very useful tool. 

I think — when we talk about legislation, though, I think we want 
to ensure that we have — that it isn’t so rigid that we cannot work 
with it when we need to. That, I think — it could be a useful tool, 
but we might want to leave ourselves some discretion. And I don’t 
know what that discretion would be right now, but it is something 
that I would like to look at with others in discussing it before you 
propose legislation, if that would be possible. 

Mr. OSE. How about you, Mr. Crocker; what is your opinion? 

Mr. Crocker. I would share Ms. Andruch’s opinion that I think 
it could be a useful tool. But she cited the hypothetical example, 
at least, of an abducting parent who said as a condition for the re- 
turn of the child to the United States, that he or she accompanied 
the child. So I would think it would be important to have some 
flexibility in it. 

But clearly, in my view, the current legislation needs to be 
strengthened. 

Mr. OsE. Mr. Mabus, Mr. Ambassador Mabus? 

Mr. Mabus. I obviously think that you should deny visas with 
probably the one exception that was — the hypothetical exception — 
but you should deny visas not only to a kidnapper but to that kid- 
napper’s family; and that the passage of time, the fact that you 
pulled off a kidnapping and kept the kids long enough for them to 
be 21 or married shouldn’t matter. It shouldn’t be rewarded. 

Mr. OSE. No oily oily oxen-free kind of thing? 

Mr. Mabus. He shouldn’t be rewarded for being a law-breaker 
over a longer period of time. 
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Mr. OSE. In your opinion, would that be difficult to implement? 

Mr. Mabus. No, sir. 

Mr. OsE. Mr. Crocker would that be difficult to implement? 

Mr. Crocker. No, it wouldn’t. It would be quite simple and 
straightforward. 

Mr. OsE. Just a moment, please. I want to go back to the al- 
Gheshayan interview in London. 

Since we cannot visit with the daughters, we get the opportunity 
to visit with the mother, I am curious, what does — from your per- 
spective, what is she recommending as it relates to this situation 
in terms of how the Department of State should proceed on this 
matter? 

Ms. Andruch. I’m not sure what she is recommending, since I 
haven’t really spoken to her. 

Ms. Roush. I just spoke to Mr. Crocker. 

Mr. OsE. Mr. Crocker? 

Mr. Crocker. Mrs. Roush and I spoke before the commencement 
of the hearing, and she was quite clear that we should apply pres- 
sure on the Saudi Government to bring about the return of her 
daughters to the United States and for that return to be in a fam- 
ily context. 

I believe she mentioned, for example, wanting to serve her 
daughters a dinner in her home and not to do this in some kind 
of staged hotel event. 

Mr. OSE. Who informed — we touched on this earlier, who in- 
formed the State Department that the Roush sisters wanted to 
meet with a consular official in London? 

Mr. Crocker. The initial contact on Friday evening came from 
Adel Al-Jubier. My understanding is, at that time, he said they 
may want to meet with a consular official. 

Mr. OsE. This gentleman is a Saudi official? 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, sir. He was the one referred to earlier today 
as the advisor to the Crown Prince. 

Mr. OsE. OK. Who at the State Department made the decision 
to go ahead with that meeting in London? 

Mr. Crocker. That was a policy level decision above the bureau 
level, either Consular Affairs or Near Eastern Affairs. But I would 
have to go back to determine at exactly which level. 

Mr. OsE. Answer that question asked for the record, please. 

Now before — so you got a call on Friday asking whether or sug- 
gesting that perhaps the Roush sisters might like to meet with a 
consular official. Did anybody at the State Department call Mrs. 
Roush and inform her of the planned meeting? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir, a member of the Office of American Citi- 
zen Services called Ms. Roush and just told her, I think — I don’t 
have the verbatim conversation, but just told her this was a possi- 
bility. 

Mr. OsE. What was Ms. Roush’s reaction? 

Ms. Roush. That’s not true. 

Mr. OSE [presiding]. Let me get through my question, and if we 
have to swear in additional witnesses — it looks like I’m the chair- 
man, so we can do that. 

So going back to my question, someone from the State Depart- 
ment did call Ms. Roush? 
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Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OsE. And advised her of the planned meeting? 

Ms. Andruch. Of a meeting. I think at that point we did not 
know where it was going to be. 

Mr. OsE. And what was Ms. Roush’s reaction? 

Ms. Andruch. I don’t know exactly, sir; I’d have to go back and 
check the record. 

Mr. OsE. Do you know whether or not she asked to be part of 
that meeting? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir, I don’t. 

Mr. OSE. But you don’t know whether Mrs. Roush supported or 
objected to the meeting? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir, I don’t. 

Mr. OsE. Mr. Ambassador Mabus, would you have proceeded 
with the meeting in London in the manner that the State Depart- 
ment did? 

Mr. Mabus. No. 

Mr. OSE. Why not? 

Mr. Mabus. Because we had been trying for 16 years to get these 
children — or their mother has been trying for 16 years to get these 
children out. The fact that a congressional delegation was in Saudi 
Arabia when they suddenly showed up in Great Britain accom- 
panied by various Saudis and family members, I don’t think the 
State Department should have been a party to that. To then say 
that — to then give some credence to the fact that they don’t want 
to come back to the United States, they don’t want to leave Saudi 
Arabia, they don’t want to be with their mother, I don’t think that 
part of our government should underpin that. 

An American law has been violated here, and the only way that 
American law is going to be upheld is for those children to be back 
in America, not being interviewed somewhere else about their sup- 
posed wishes now. And after 17 years, I wouldn’t doubt that these 
children do believe now that they don’t want to return. 

Mr. OsE. From your experience as Ambassador to Saudi Arabia 
and elsewhere, were the Roush sisters able to speak freely in this 
meeting? 

Mr. Mabus. Well, in the first place, I wasn’t Ambassador any- 
where else. But just from my experience as an ambassador, I don’t 
believe any child in this situation would be able to speak freely. 
And from my experience as a parent, and a divorced parent who 
has custody, legal custody, of my children, I think that if you have 
some amount of time to press your point of view on a child, and 
particularly if you have 17 years, that child will say whatever you 
have pressed upon that child for 17 years. 

Ms. Andruch. May I add something? 

Mr. OSE. Certainly. 

Ms. Andruch. Just from the standpoint of an American citizen 
overseas requesting a visit with a consular officer, we would not 
refuse that request. And that was why the meeting went ahead. 
Regardless of how it may have been, or appeared to have been, 
staged or what we think of what actually transpired during the 
meeting, the fact that American citizens are requesting to talk to 
a consular officer, that’s what we do. That’s what we would always 
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do, if we did not know at that point what they might be asking of 
us. 

Mr. OSE. Irrespective of the conditions of the meeting? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir, because at that time we did not know 
what the conditions of the meeting were. 

Mr. OSE. Who made the request for the meeting in the first 
place? Who called the consular office and said. We might be inter- 
ested in having a meeting? 

Ms. Andruch. I’m not sure exactly how it all transpired. And, 
again, we will have to go back and get you the details. 

Mr. OsE. Answer that a request for a chronology of those events, 
please, for the record. 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir, OK. 

Mr. OsE. There is a gentleman named Adel Al-Jubier. He is the 
Foreign Policy Advisor to the Crown Prince, if I recall correctly. 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, sir, he is the one I mentioned, who tele- 
phoned Friday evening, the 30th of August, to say that the daugh- 
ters might be interested in a meeting with a consular officer. 

Mr. OsE. OK, so we do know who called. It was the Foreign Pol- 
icy Advisor to the Crown Prince? 

Mr. Crocker. Yes, sir. I’m sorry, I think we may have misunder- 
stood your second question. That was not the call that said the 
girls definitely did want to meet with the consular officer. That’s 
the one we are going to have to check into. 

Mr. OSE. All right. And you will append to that response the 
name of the consular officer who actually took the call and what 
have you? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OsE. It seems awfully strange — or it just seems unusual to 
me that the Foreign Policy Advisor to the Crown Prince — that’s 
pretty high up in the Saudi hierarchy — would make such a call. I 
mean, did that set off any, you know, bells or alarms or anything 
like that? 

I mean, is that an unusual thing? Does a Foreign Policy Advisor 
for the Crown Prince of Saudi Arabia normally make such calls? 

Mr. Crocker. I can’t make a lot of inferences here, sir, but I 
think it’s important to note that prior to this development, we had 
pressed the Saudi Government at a high level on several occasions 
on the importance of the al-Gheshayan girls being able to come 
back to the United States and see their mother here. And I think 
it is in that context that we may see Mr. Al-Jubier’s involvement 
in the London event. 

Mr. OsE. And it just happened — I’m sure it was a coincidence, 
but just an uncanny coincidence with Chairman Burton’s trip to 
Saudi? 

I think I will say the obvious: It seems to me it was set up, too. 

Mr. Crocker, in your testimony, your opening statement, you said 
that the Government of Saudi Arabia has no legal grounds to com- 
pel its citizens to return their children to the United States, even 
if the children are U.S. citizens. 

I believe that’s an accurate quote from within your opening state- 
ment. 
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Now Saudi Arabia remains a monarchy. Why couldn’t the Saudi 
Government just kind of reach out and say, We are going to do 
this? Are there statutory prohibitions? 

Mr. Crocker. As I indicated earlier, sir, it is not that we have 
been idle on these cases. We have sought to work with them 
through existing legal structures, which is standard international 
diplomatic practice. 

It is quite clear, as I noted, that these events were not getting 
the only results that ultimately count, which is the children re- 
turned to the United States and their families here. 

We are now, in addition to these ongoing efforts — as I think I 
noted, because they are important, we are dealing with these cases 
at a political level and will continue to do so. That is not to say, 
though, that there is necessarily a switch to flip or a button to 
push and everything is magically resolved. 

These are difficult and complicated cases at whatever level they 
are dealt with. 

But the point I sought to make earlier is that at the very senior 
levels of this government to the very senior levels of that govern- 
ment, we’re making the point that this is an important political 
issue, and it needs to be resolved. 

Mr. OsE. What are the standards you would recommend to me 
to put into legislation so as to effectuate denial of visas for such 
people who might otherwise take our children, irrespective of coun- 
try? What are the — what would be the State Department’s rec- 
ommendation? 

Mr. Crocker. That is a matter where I think we would have to 
give this careful reflection and come back to you. 

Mr. OsE. Well, let me ask a couple hypotheticals. Let’s say an 
American national has a court order granting custody to them and 
ordering the foreign national not to take the children out of the 
country. The American national alerts the embassy and the appro- 
priate personnel at the embassy of the country, the foreign na- 
tional, of this court determination. They’re a signatory to the 
Hague Convention. Would that be a standard that would be satis- 
factory to the State Department for denial of visa at any time in 
the future to such foreign national if they then went ahead and 
took the — took a kid, left the country. 

Mr. Crocker. That’s already in the current legislation for the ab- 
ductor. He would be denied as matters stand now. 

Mr. OsE. OK. So let’s back off a little bit from that. Let’s say you 
hadn’t alerted the embassy of the foreign national, that you only 
had a court order granting you custody and that they were a signa- 
tory to the Hague Convention in the country of the foreign na- 
tional. Would that be satisfactory to deny such person a future 
visa? 

Mr. Crocker. Sir, such little depth — very little depth as I have 
in visa issues. I’m now beyond. I’ll see if my colleague would care 
to speak to that. 

Mr. OsE. OK. Ms. Andruch? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. My colleague was just telling me some- 
thing that, again, in things to explore for possible ineligibilities. 
The ineligibility that we have now for abductors is for countries 
that are not signatory to the Hague Convention. So if in consider- 
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ing possible changes, perhaps that could be extended to other coun- 
tries. That’s again something that I think we all have to discuss 
and look at, but the legislation as now written is for those non- 
Hague countries. 

Mr. OSE. And for those non-Hague countries, a foreign national 
who absconds with an American child 

Ms. Andruch. a parent. 

Mr. OsE. A parent, correct. Who absconds with an American 
child, current statute says that until that child is 21, State Depart- 
ment has the ability to deny a visa? 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir, 21 or married. 

Mr. OsE. So if a Saudi national takes an American child, goes 
back to Saudi Arabia and marries them off at 12, that is compliant 
with the statute? And that person can subsequently get a visa? 

Ms. Andruch. That is an interesting case, and I would have to 
sort of go back and find out what would happen in that instance. 

Mr. OsE. Consider it asked for the record. 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. And when we’re talking court orders. I’d 
like to also clarify that we’re talking U.S. court orders. 

Mr. OsE. Correct. 

Ms. Andruch. OK. 

Mr. OSE. Mr. Horn. 

All right. I’m going to exercise a little chairman’s prerogative 
here. Ms. Roush, would you please rise? Raise your right hand. Her 
name is Pat Roush. 

[Witness sworn.] 

Mr. OsE. Let the record show Ms. Roush answered in the affirm- 
ative. 

Now, we’ve been going back and forth on a number of issues in 
particular relating to the case of your daughters. This issue of 
granting visas to the family of your ex-husband, I think just crys- 
tallizes whether or not we’re serious about protecting our children. 
Do you have any thoughts on that? I mean, how do we get the at- 
tention of people if we can’t have some leverage? 

STATEMENT OF PAT ROUSH 

Ms. Roush. Yes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’d like to say a few 
things. The 1998 law that Ms. Andruch is referring to was actually 
started — put into effect by law by Senator Feinstein at my request 
due to the actions of Ambassador Mabus. I went to see Senator 
Feinstein in 1997, and she was impressed with the work that Am- 
bassador Mabus had done holding the visas up. That was so suc- 
cessful. That was our big hook. And therefore she passed a law at- 
tached to an omnibus bill. Unfortunately, the other Members would 
not go for it if it included the extended families. 

I was just listening to what was being discussed concerning the 
removal of the immediate families from the visa ineligibility, and 
so therefore when my daughter Aisha — I was informed that she 
was married the day before the June 12th hearing, she was 19. So 
by marrying her off, he rewarded the other family members by ena- 
bling them to come into the country. And the only hook that we 
had when Ambassador Mabus was helping me was the visas, as he 
has testified to and as I have told everybody and their uncle for 
the last 7 years. The visa — the power of the visa is extremely, ex- 



817 


tremely important. It made them pay attention, and it empowered 
the other members of the American embassy, the Consul General 
and other people that worked in the visa department. 

As soon as Wyche Fowler came in. Ambassador Mabus had met 
with the Crown Prince concerning this issue of the relative who 
wanted to come to M.D. Anderson for cancer treatment, and he re- 
leased him. And the Crown Prince, as Ambassador Mabus has tes- 
tified, was agreeing that this was very good and this was powerful, 
and we were very heartened. The Ambassador called me, and we 
were heartened that the girls would be released, and unfortunately 
the Ambassador resigned 2 weeks later. 

Khobar Towers happened a couple of weeks after that, and then 
Glen Carey, who was the Acting Consul General, would not even 
take my calls. I told him that the Ambassador had gotten the — per- 
mission from the Crown Prince of a point man being appointed, 
Abdul Mufano Tuwajmi. You remember that. And Glen Carey 
would not even take that information down. They would not even 
go back to the Crown Prince to make the final arrangements. And 
when Wyche Fowler came in, of course the whole visa lift was re- 
moved. 

Mr. OsE. Mr. Crocker, I don’t want to diverge from it. Is Glen 
Carey still — I guess maybe, Ms. Andruch, this is better for you. Is 
Glen Carey still at the — in Consular Affairs? 

Ms. Andruch. I don’t know, sir. I know the name, but I don’t 
know if he is still a current member or if he is retired or where 
he is, but I can find out. 

Mr. OsE. Consider that asked for the record, please. 

Ms. Andruch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OsE. All right. Ms. Roush, please continue. 

Ms. Roush. Yes. I have a couple of other comments. Mr. 
Petruzzello testified that Mr. Adel Jubeir got involved at the re- 
quest of Bill O’Reilly when O’Reilly had him on his television show. 
He actually set the wheels in motion when he requested to be able 
to interview my daughters. O’Reilly called me and asked me if that 
was OK, and I said absolutely not, that this was undermining the 
work of the committee that was — the CODEL that was going and 
that we requested Congressman Burton not to meet with my girls 
because of the innately coercive environment in Saudi Arabia. And 
I asked Mr. O’Reilly, please do not do this, and he said, oh, well, 
you’ve got 24 hours to think about it. Let me know. And then he 
spoke to the Congressman. I’m not sure what the gist of that con- 
versation was, but I’m sure the Congressman did not encourage 
him to do that. 

And then I just want to say, you know what? Last year when I 
got the call from the State Department telling me that Alia was 
married a year ago June, I thought that was the most painful mo- 
ment of my life, that everything that I worked for to have my 
daughters returned was just gone up into smoke, but I didn’t know 
that the year — ongoing year would cause me so much pain. My 17- 
year journey with this awful tragedy nightmare that happened to 
me and my family, this last year has been the most — one of the 
most painful years, starting with the marriage of Alia. The trickery 
and chicanery that has been played on my family and on me has 
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caused me so much pain this last year. It is amazing that my heart 
still beats. 

Going back, if I could, it goes back to — you’re talking about 
staged events of my daughters. My girls were subject to a 
videotaping when they were only in Saudi Arabia for 10 months. 
They were taped by the Saudi Arabia Government when they were 
4 and 8, and they were forced to say things against me and the 
United States. That went on. 

Then there’s a continual trickery and charades all through the 
17-year history, and I have to say one thing, that this document 
has come to light that I must address. I don’t know, Mr. Ose, if 
you’re aware of this. 

This is the document that was created in May 24 , 1997 by Mazan 
Shaban, who is the foreign service national at the American em- 
bassy in Riyadh. He’s been at the American Embassy for over 20 
years, and he was there at the original taping when my girls were 
taped by the Saudi Government in 1986. He was in the room with 
me when I met my girls in 1995. He was acting as a translator. 
Ambassador Mabus was at the post then. To my knowledge, no doc- 
ument was created after that meeting, but this document was cre- 
ated 2 years later when Wyche Fowler was there and when I was 
getting a tremendous amount of press from 20/20 and other media. 
And this document came to light through the subpoena of docu- 
ments from the American Embassy and the State Department, and 
it contains information — it’s four pages long. It’s Mazan Shaban’s 
recollection of the meeting between Patricia Roush and her daugh- 
ters on June 13, 1995. He has such lies, disinformation in this, that 
it made me sick when I read it. 

I just showed it to Ambassador Mabus. He wasn’t aware of it ei- 
ther. It states that my girls were laughing at me, calling me a pros- 
titute in Arabic, absurd statements that daughters would certainly 
never make for their mother, saying that they didn’t want to come 
to the United States to be prostitutes like their mother, that I was 
a fool, that they didn’t want anything to do with me, that I was 
acting like a nut case. I mean, it’s totally preposterous, and it 
states even — he even puts people there that weren’t even there. He 
says al-Wahtoibe, who is the Assistant Deputy Governor of Riyadh 
was there. He wasn’t there. 

The point is that my family and I have been subjected to nothing 
but lies and tricks for 17 years and that the Department of State 
has been complicit in these tricks, and the latest trick has been 
this staged Stalinistic show trial that happened over Labor Day 
weekend. I can’t tell you, Mr. Chairman, and other Members, how 
this has hurt me so much. That weekend of Labor Day, I didn’t 
think I was going to make it through the weekend. First, I got a 
call from Randy Carlino. I was speaking to Jim Wilson, Counsel, 
and I spoke to the Congressman there a couple days before. Then 
on Saturday, August 30th, after speaking with Jim, I received a 
call from Randy Carlino from the American Citizen Services. This 
is on a Saturday afternoon, and I was expecting everything to go 
well. The CODEL was there. We were expecting the Foreign Min- 
ister, etc. And he says, Ms. Roush, this is Randy Carlino from 
American Citizen Services. I’m calling to tell you that your daugh- 
ters are in Europe. And I said what do you mean they’re in Eu- 
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rope? I just spoke to Jim Wilson. They didn’t say anything. What 
country are they in? He said I can’t tell you that. We called to ask 
your permission for a member of the American embassy in Europe 
to take down a statement concerning where they want to live. I 
said absolutely not. Al-Jubeir had requested this statement to be 
taken down from Assistant Secretary of State Bill Burns in July. 
Ever since our hearing in June, al-Jubeir had been looking for an 
inroad where a statement would be taken down concerning where 
my daughters wanted to live. 

Al-Jubeir then and — well, let’s go back to Labor Day. So that was 
that, and then I called Saudi Arabia to speak to the CODED and 
say look what’s happening. They’re somewhere in Europe. Do you 
know anything about this? And they didn’t know anything about 
this. And then I received a call from Bill McGurn, from the Wall 
Street Journal, who had met with al-Jubeir and other members 
of — Petruzzello was there — in New York a couple of weeks before 
that, and they were talking about my case. So al-Jubeir on that 
same Saturday night called Bill McGurn in New York, and he says, 
they’re in London. We got them to London. They’re on vacation. 
And Bill said, you know, this wasn’t a good move. This wasn’t good. 
This wasn’t a good thing. And Jubeir was gloating about it. And 
he said, well, what are you girls going to do when they’re in Lon- 
don? And Jubeir said they’re going to visit Big Ben and go to the 
cinema. And then on Saturday — or sorry, Sunday morning, the 
State Department called to read me the official statement after the 
consular officer had been there. And then I received a call that 
evening from Donna Abernasser, who is the Associated Press Writ- 
er from London, an Arabic-speaking woman who has written many, 
many articles about the Saudis in a very favorable light, and she 
was called, not by my daughters. I’m sure, to take down the state- 
ment that the Saudis included — Petruzzello included in the green 
folder, material that says my girls — one of my girls said I won’t 
rest until she dies. Statements like that, just to hurt me. 

And then the next — 2 days after that, I received a call from Bill 
O’Reilly’s producer, and she said, we interviewed your daughters in 
London. And I said, what do you mean you interviewed my daugh- 
ters in London? How could this happen? And she said, well, we 
want you to be on a show tonight, Pat. And I said. I’m not going 
to go through that. You interviewed my daughters? She said, well, 
we couldn’t get them on tape, but we were able to send a producer 
from San Diego to talk to them, and we want to have you on the 
show. I said. I’m not going to be part of some kind of a setup. And 
she said oh, no, Pat, don’t worry. It looks like your daughters were 
under extreme duress and coerced and that your youngest daugh- 
ter, Aisha, seemed very confused why these people are being 
brought before her and why she was taken to London in this fancy 
hotel and various people are parading before her and her sister. 
Don’t worry, Pat. We would never do that to you. And she said — 
I said, well, just tell me a little bit more. I don’t know anything 
about my girls. What do they look like? What are they saying? And 
she said, well, just between you and me, it looks like your ex-hus- 
band was there, and it looks like his brothers were there. 

Mr. OSE. If I may interject, Mr. Crocker, Ms. Andruch, do you 
know whether or not the ex-husband was in fact there in London? 
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Ms. Andruch. If they were — I think that the husband’s — the ex- 
husband, I don’t know. I know that 

Mr. OsE. We’re talking about Ms. Roush’s ex-husband. 

Ms. Andruch. Right. I don’t know. I know he was not present 
when the consular officer met with him. 

Mr. OSE. How about any of the brothers? 

Ms. Andruch. No, sir. I’m not aware of them. I mean, I know 
there were other family members there. I just don’t know who they 
were. 

Mr. OSE. Thank you. 

Ms. Roush. The point is that this whole thing in London was 
contrived and staged, and then Bill O’Reilly has the nerve to quote 
Osama bin Laden, to say that my — they asked my little girl, who’s 
20 years old, who is actually very childlike, who has no idea what 
is what in the whole world, and he berated her for saying that 
Osama bin Laden was a clean and peaceful man. And then he goes 
on for 7 continuous days on his television show and berates my 
daughters and says that they’re brainwashed and that they’re not 
worth saving. He gets on — well. Congressman, you were on with 
him. You know what I’m saying. He has written my daughters off. 
He has been the jury and the judge and the executioner of my 
daughters in front of American media, and this whole Stalinist 
show trial has caused me so much pain and grief. And the only way 
to set that straight is to allow my innocent daughters and my little 
granddaughter to be able to come to the United States into my 
home in Sacramento, California and to be able to come and know 
the mother that loves them. 

Mr. Burton [presiding]. Let me just say that I — we know from 
witnesses that we’ve had before us that young women have been 
told to say one thing before embassy officials under the threat of 
death if they didn’t comply, and then when they did get out of 
Saudi Arabia and came to the United States we found out just the 
opposite was true. So I don’t think there’s any way that anybody 
can believe what was said in London by your daughters, because 
nobody understands or knows the pressure that they may have 
been under. I do know that when they talked to the embassy offi- 
cial there, the consular officer, they had their abayas off. And when 
asked to sign the document that they had just concluded, they said 
they couldn’t do that. They had to have their husbands look at it. 
And they put their abayas back on. And according to what I’ve 
been told, they went to the back of the room and sat down while 
the husbands came in and looked at it. So the very strong possibil- 
ity of them being under great pressure and duress is, in my opin- 
ion, very real. 

And when you compare that to these others who have been told 
to say things to the embassy officials in Riyadh and then to find 
out when they were finally freed that they said something entirely 
different when they could speak without being scared to death, it 
sure stands to follow that your daughters faced the same kind of 
thing. And I agree with you. The only way for the Saudi Govern- 
ment to make a clean breast of this is to let your daughters come 
to the United States with your granddaughter and to talk to you, 
and then if they choose to go back to Saudi Arabia, we’re not going 
to hold them. They will have a passport and they will be able to 
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do as they wish. But we don’t know that’s the case based upon 
what we saw in London. 

So I would say to the Saudis if they were here, and I presume 
somebody from the Saudi Arabian Government is paying attention, 
that bring them to the United States with the granddaughter with- 
out being under duress from any male pressure point in Saudi Ara- 
bia, and let them express what they want to do with the rest of 
their lives. And if they want to go back, then of course you’ll have 
to let them go back. But if they don’t want to go back, then they 
will be in the United States. 

Any further questions? Mr. Horn, do you have any questions? 
Mr. Ose? 

Well, I know you’ve been here a long time, and, you know, I have 
to tell you. Ambassador Mabus, I admire you. I have never met 
you, but you did the right thing under a great deal of pressure over 
there, and I really wish we had more Ambassadors like you, and 
the State Department here, and if you can find any more relatives 
of his that are like him, let’s get him back over there or — I don’t 
care whether you’re Democrat or Republican, it makes no dif- 
ference to me. You did the right thing. 

Ms. Roush, we’ll continue to fight for you. I promise you. I prom- 
ise you. 

And Mr. Crocker and Ms. Andruch, I hope that you will take the 
message that we, the committee, very carefully explained today, 
back to the State Department, along with the recommendations 
that we’ve made, and hopefully that they will be adopted without 
legislative action. But if you need legislative action, rest assured 
that we’ll get it. And as you heard — you were here today. You 
heard Democrats, Republicans unanimously say, hey, we’re all for 
these changes. So let’s get these changes made and make sure we 
protect Americans and their kids no matter where. 

Ms. Andruch. Thank you. I would like to just say again we do 
appreciate everything you’re doing. I appreciate the opportunity to 
have come here again today, and I look forward to working with 
you and the committee. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Crocker, and give my 
regards to Secretary Powell. And could I get you to answer some 
written questions for the record since we didn’t get that? I know 
you don’t want to stay here all night and have me ask them all. 
So I’ll send them to you. Thank you very much. 

We stand adjourned. 

[Whereupon, at 3:52 p.m., the committee was adjourned.] 

[Exhibits provided by Margaret McClain and Samiah Seramur 
follow:] 
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Exhibits Provided by Margaret McClain 
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IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF CRAIGHEAD COUNTY, 
WESTERN DISTRICT 


MARGARETS 

V, 

ABDULBASSET AL-OMARY 


NO. E-93'654 


ARKANSAS 


PETITIONER 


RESPONDENT 


THIRD EX PARTE ORDER OF PROTECTION 


On this 2nd of August, 1993, came the Petitioner, through her 
attorney, James R. McCauley. The court, being well acquainted with 
the law and premises herein, found that this court's Ex-Parte Order 
of Protection in this matter should be extended until this matter 
may be heard in full on Monday, August 23, 1993, at 9:30 a.m., or 


as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard. 


IT IS SO ORDERED. 



CHANCELLOR ^ 

DATE: '8 "h. ^ 



“n 


cr 


.-r > 

' o o S 
m 

-'x cn 


o 


‘EXHIBIT #1 
‘Order of Protection 
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MOONEY LAW FIRM 

ATTORNEYS AT L.\W 
214 EAST WASHINGTON - P. O. BOX i423 
JONESBORO, ARKANSAS 72403.1423 

PHaNE: 501-935-5847 
fAX7 501-935-4438 


June 6, 1S95 


Mr. George R. Wad ley 
Ford & Wadley 
Attoniays at Law 
P. O. Box 15S1 
Jonesboro, AR 72403-1591 

Re: MtKKtU V. Al-Omary, Craighead Chancery 
No. ,E 93-667 

Dear Robin: 

Please be advised that I have received a check from your 
client In the amount of $20.00 tov;ard3 the court ordered 
attorney's fee and costs. As set forth in my 
correspondence to you dated April 14 , 1995, the total 

amount owed by your client is $572.75. 

Please take notice that it is my client's position that 
the court order does not provide that your client is 
entitled to make nominal Installment payments nor have 
we agreed to the same. Therefore, demand is hereby made 
upon your client to forward the entire amount ordered and 
failure to do so within the next ten days will result in 
additional proceedings being filed against your client 
in this matter. 

In addition to the foregoing, your client was ordered to 
obtain documentation from the government or courts of 
Saudi Arabia v/hlch reflect that country will recognize 
and enforce this court's jurisdiction regarding iss'ues 
of custody and he was further ordered to provide me with 
copies of all documents executed by him in the 
furtherance of this purpose. It has now been over a 
month since the order was filed of record and my records 
reflect that I have not received any documentation in 
compliance with the court's order. Therefore, please be 
advised that I am hereby making a dema.nd on behalf of my 
client for this documentation. 



CiiAB!.KSM. MOONEV, SR. 
CHARLES M- MOOISEV.JR. 
TOM A. BENfiSrr-ASSOCf ATE 
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Page 2 


Trusting your client will comply with the court's prior 
order, I am^ 


Cordially yours, 

MOONEY LAW FIRM 

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY 
_ API FS M . MOONEY , JR 


CMMjrriw 
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IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF CRAIGHEAD COUNTY, ARKANSAS 
WESTERN district j « 


MARGARET ^ 

VS. 

ABDULBASET AL-OMARY 


PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER 

M3 AUS 23 P 12: 22 

NO. E -93-667 
--Mi.;C®?^NDANT/RESPONDENT 


AGREED TEMPORARY ORDER 


Comes now the Defendant, Abdulbaset Al-Omary, by and through 
his attorneys, Rees Law Firm, George R. Wadley, Jr., and state that 
the parties have reached an agreement as to temporary custody, 
temporary child support, visitation and other matters, and, based 
upon the agreement of the parties, the Court finds: 

1. That the Court has jurisdiction over the parties and 
the subject matter herein. 

2. That Plaintiff shall have temporary custody of the 
parties' minor child namely, Machael Heidi Al-Omary. 

3. That Defendant shall have visitation with the 
parties' minor child on every other weekend from 10:00 a.m. on 
Sundays until 7:30 a.m. on Mondays beginning August 29, 1993, and 
every Tuesday and Thursday from 10:00 a.m. until 5:00 p.m. 
beginning August 24, 1993. 

4. That neither party shall remove the minor child from 
the jurisdiction of the Court without consent in writing from the 
other party or permission from the Court. 

5. Defendant shall pay child support in the amount of 
$25.00 per week. Said support shall not abate upon Defendant ;s 
exercise of visitation with the parties' minor child. That said 
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support shall be paid into the registry of the Craighead County 
Chancery Court for the support and maintenance of the parties' 
minor child. Defendant shall pay an annual fee of $24.00 per year 
to the Chancery Clerk in addition to his child support payment. 
The first fee collected shall be pro-rated for the number of months 
remaining in the calendar year and thereafter the annual fee will 
be paid during the month of January each year. Both parties shall 
keep the Chancery Clerk advised of their addresses. That should a 
delinquency in the support occur hereunder in an amount equal to 
support payable for thirty (30) days, then Husband's current payor 
and/or successor payors, after notice as provided by law, are 
hereby directed to deduct from money due Husband, a sufficient 
amount to satisfy the obligation, plus an additional percentage as 
provided by law to be applied towards arrearage. 

6. That Plaintiff shall have temporary possession of all 
personal property in her possession. That Defendant shall have 
temporary possession of all personal property currently in his 
possession in addition to certain books and other personal items 
currently at the residence of Plaintiff. 


IT IS so ORDERED. 




CHANCELLOR 
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von Rubin-McLaughlin, Inc. 

Foreign Language Institute 


State of Virginia 

City of Virginia Beach, to-wit; 

As Representative of the von Rubin-McLaughlin, Inc. Foreign Language Institute, 1 certify that 
the corresponding Certification from the United States of America Department of State is a true 
and correct translation to the best of my knowledge. The person who conducted this translation is 
certified and competent to perform this task. 




. 4 . 


.epresentative of von Rubin-McLaughlin, Inc 
Foreign Language Institute 


The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me 
this 3C'^day of/^ov , 1998. 

D. A. Zanot I \ 

Notary Publio-^ 

My commission expires: March 31, 2002 


•EXHIBIT #2 

•Custody/Divorce Decree 
•English/Arabic 


4455 South Boulevard, Suite 300 Virginia Beach, VA 23452 
(757)473-1468 Fax: (757)473-3315 
Toll Free: 1 (888) 899-1468 
E-Mail: vnninc@exis.net 
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No. ^822239-1 ^ ^ 

HittieS ^taties af ^ 


ttierka 



DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

®0 ail tcf £til|0tn tI]C2E presEnts stjall cmtiE, (BrsEtings: 


J Certify That the document hereunto annexed is under the 
Seal of the Secretary of State of the State of Arkansas , and 
that such Seal is entitled to full faith and credit.* 


In testimony whereof, I, Madeleine K. 
Albright, Secretary of State, have hereunto 
caused the seal of the Department of State to 
be affixed and my name subscribed by the 
Authentication Officer of the said 
Department, at the city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, this fifth day of 
October, 1998. 


By 

Issued pmuaiK to CHxiv. State of Department of state 

Sept. 15, 1789, 1 Stat. 68-69; 22 
use 2657; 22 USC 2651a; 5 USC 
301; 28 USE 1733 et. seq.; 8 USC 

1443(0- RULE 44 Federal Rules of * FOR THE CONTENTS OF THE ANNEXED 

Civil Procedure. DOCUMENT, THE DEPARTMENT ASSUMES NO 

RESPONSIBILITY 

This certificate is not valid if it is removed or altered in any way whatsoever 


ir, 


/" 1 

.X 

ail'] 

L. 

k 

— 

1 

Assistant Autf 

Lenticatidn Officer, 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE CERTIFICATION IN WASHINGTON D. C. 


0 0 wtb <;ULu^ C-Ia 

^,At5__>iL2i ^ cjj^j .1 :s.Ia,[I ^ ^LaJl j^m/U 

■-<^iiii‘s ^'il 


-N.*! A fl AaiiJjL 2 k. 0 j{ jg jja j I- j-"N>.'t 

A^jliJl Oji^ 

A ^ ^ 0«Lft I *t t' ' 

ji,*N‘i,rij ^L^! ijjb ^ •^LuuLSjf jj^pajkBjl^-ujJi c>>lfj .14^ 1 

^ j .n't II j Xl^ 


o^j^l iCiJ jiJl ^ L£ jiLa V LjI Sal^Ail oXfj 
3 ^uLij'i ^ I '^I 4 ^j[iJ: 4 aKA,li 

4JUJ3JI C<^A ^^Auxi I 

t L^ ^AialLeij j ^uj JAJ ijjb 


c jij^ i^jia 

. j t < ^ 2 .y«‘S-N .'\J | ltj!i_u.'[ I •*> --«^ij ^I^..; ^ 


C;X^ 4.a>..Ja.JI Xa^^JI jjLaJ! 
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von Rubin-McLaughlin, Inc. 

Foreign Language Institute 


State of Virginia 

City of Virginia Beach, to-wit: 

As Representative of the von Rubin-McLaughlin, Inc. Foreign Language Institute, I certify that 
the corresponding Certification from the State of Arkansas is a true and correct translation to the 
best of my knowledge. The person who conducted this translation is certified and competent to 
perform this task. 





Representative of von Rubin-McLaughlin, Inc. 
Foreign Language Institute 


The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me 
this dayof/^od , 1998 , 







D. A. Zano 
Notary Pubfi 


My commission expires: March 31, 2002 


4455 South Boulevard, Suite 300 Virginia Beach, VA 23452 
(757)473-1468 Fax: (757)473-3315 
Toll Free: 1 (888)899-1468 
E-Mail: vrminc(gexis.net 



832 


o/iti/ utL X / teofc 

Secretary of State 
State Capitol 

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201-1094 



Sharon Priest 

SECRETTAEY OF STATE 


State of Arkansas 
SECRETARY OF STATE 


CERTIFICATION 


STATE OF ARKANSAS 

) 

COUNTY OF PUl-ASKI 

I, Sharon Priest. Secretary of State, State of Arkansas, and as such the 
keeper of the official records of all state, district and county elected officials 
and appointments made by the Governor, do hereby certify that the records 
in this office reflect that 


HOWARD TEMPLETON 

is duly commissioned and qualified as Chancellor, District 2, Division 1, At- 
Large, of the State of Arkansas. 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF. I, have 
hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the Seal of the Secretary of State 
on this the Twenty-eighth day of 
September, 1998 



Sharon Priest 
Secretary of State 
State of Arkansas 


r-r^r-Nitni • I ittle Rock, Afkansos 72201-1094 • (501) 682-1010 
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CERTIFICATION OF STATE OF ARKANSAS 


OSj'- 


' 5 Ji { j ,tu 


djL^ • 


^vlJ I ill.tlX^! ^Lj 


6^14^ 


ij-jLiuL^j) iLi 

■■ 

.n V^'^,‘^ ^ !if ^LijjlSjf ^ Aj t Ijl 

3 s i^LjijLSji ^^3 JaL^ 0 ^ ^-JsiiuJ! JUwj 3 3 iiiiLaJaliui j-s. ^isiJ 44*^ jJ' 

04^1 !1 a 


jcll UaIj *^313^^ •^4*^' 

4j ^5j ^uxukjl 3 (4^LUi * Ul ftV I 3 ,)Ja ftjl 3 A 

. jjJuliu j4^ ^•jj.ii!^ 3 ^3^ <lLL 3 <U ^3JI A i'i'iiiii'(^ 3 >4^^ 11 la^j 3 

C:. 1.;,^ 03 J^ g^^uJi .A-il3J ^4!^ 5 J L^djl oijfe illiIsJ 

uSJ^ 
4 jti 3 .^ 4 ^L£ 

i^o^LiiuL^j' A,^3 
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0 SjUtUka 

SiiaLLcJI aU^ 5 JI tjJbJI .t 
tAl.a)) f^ 

taiL ,11^1 Lijia ^ .r 

^jUiL^ i\ a ii^Ui/ilL^jj^ iTjajM) 4 alb Jgjiuiall iiafijall .T 
rrTjf^jl^iil ^ft‘>;>iall 5 t-l)i>ja[ .t 

iiii'i^ji ^^51 t^lj Aij-liAj .0 

WA XA .1 

jjtilut'itSjl .V 

AT-tr£ irtrw.'i .A 

(■>i>yi>Jj d^jLtahJf 


^ImuI^jI ^^5! iU^^f ^LSl 
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^on 3^ut)m-iRcl.aus|ilm, 3Jnc. 

Foreign Language Institute 

4455 South Boulevard, Suite 300 
Virginia Beach, Virginia 23452 
(757) 473-1468 FAX (757) 473-3315 
1-888-899-1468 
E-Mail: vrminc@exis.net 


State of Virginia 

City of Virginia Beach, to-wit; 


As Representative of the von Rubin-McLaughlin, Inc. Foreign Language Institute, I certify that 
the attached divorce decree, property settlement agreement and child visitation schedule in the 
case of Margaret McClain are true and correct translations to the best of my knowledge. The 
person who conducted this translation is certified and competent to perform this task. 

von Rubin-McLaughlin, Inc. Foreign Language Institute is a private accredited institute. 


Representative bfVon Rubin-McLaughlin, Inc. 
Foreign Language Institute 

STATE OF VIRGINIA 
CITY OF VIRGINIA BEACH 

I subscribeil before ms 
'this the -^o day 9 { o 



^ hOTARY PUBLIC 

C 
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^ 4U£ .^,^ 34 ) J^94 T£ jUa U^) ^44 3 .g44Ui44Uj) ^^34 4^43£ ^44^14 igjjjXiliAl ^^a^iMaJ) 
)4A 3 ■ 4 4 ij.»K» ga Aaic i^4aIi,^lAj) J3^4aj) ga jJnaSj g( JSaJ) )4a g^ic 3 .4434M 
)T* iJ44j 44I ^34444!) yJl 44ls g^aall JiiU lAjIa ga gil^l g)3i*I) ^1 fdmi 1^3444!) jJ4aJ) 
joa^k J ) iai i i 7 >i iij ^i 4 >aJI ^ 4 atl i^iaX 4 jMJbi) jkSia. g) .g4iL4iliSjf ^34 3334343^ 444 4 a 
^iJc g 4 ai 4 U£ 4 aj:i) kBtsUUs^iL 44 lc v^ 4 aJ) gjiii.iia 4^ 4 aS,->nlU 44 j) 4 ^) ^f^) 

.i^UiS 443)4^) i^^kaaJ) . i.» 4 i ii .i gi Aaic g£ 4 aJ) uit 3 .jMU) 
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.jl .ijilUtmj CiIjIm ^.iin^i ^ jUf ^j<.iba.ll -■'•< ■ .0 

jt jii JfS ^ oljioi i Uia a . ^UuiUijf ibfMil AljiA 

.JMfail 

Sam ^ (A^IaII Sijf liiiiiicillj t^iliihlU ^UcmII UlaSI m j .1 

j 43^1 ojjt uie 4i(i'i~>iiiiiH QiiAtia Ai 3 J 3 ujf ; 3 talSXMAil ^Uujf 

^LuSjl ioSiSSj Sm£ ia3>4i jiiih"! Mau ^UsaaJII ^O! 

‘{^ 3 ‘Af^iIiLOAit 


^ISXmaK ytltnii'ij ^Aibuj BMC 

"ESy*" J* S i^jIaaJI JoaUJI AuJI 3 “A^i^jir jjsUi^S SmmJI yjl jUu U 3 

AaSaa jitiaJI S3CdAA3}ll a«ijMl3 .iijSit |jtA3)il I^A gf ^3UAlf ^ 3 
4 ^ sAwUf sAft .HIT j3J3i tr jujtu 4j«UiilSji ^>»JI 4 AJalAAjf jaBU 

■jjji~>ll iUiU) SjJiitiH siUB .^UcxaJf J3 ^ ^juiU 

^aa| ril i i hl (>hJ( 3 fjUijijAll :AjaJaJ U U ^ 
iuleji y^jJI JaAiJI ^jjA 4J iUCAalt SamII .HIT ^5^3^ ti gB Saij>»il ijjUjiJI 
g^jll JUaam^I 4^ ^joif US g 3 S 5 aaa AljUjJI bSa .aiabjl SjLj gB JaJ) £jUi» JiJ 
•N^jS^ iUJall (;)3SS UJ jikfijtuAif oi^jbJI jaI aU »Sa i>»«a 

^liia UjB ^J^ g4c 3 .U44UK AS ^ l ahl k aSUIjBk eB3i( )jJe IjtlM UaaU JB3A laSjiUr 
(>* “A)** Cki^ 3 - ^lahl l g^ j3i*JI JiiS ii nf aU3lxa J i ; , ><? !■ > jHHI SjUi[ jaj ji 

£jliia vS<! ck>! 51 3 • JjiaJI gji AkUl g . n«j ja'SI g)ii i> ll ii \ i«i n ^^*1 ganij g)i £lj*ll 
jlatitl IlilU SJ lAgB 3 .SaSaaJ) bSa 4 ;^^ fiiSrvil g^l '3'^ » ^lAAiaJaJ Ij jiUu 

;kUu ijt i^Aail A^l g^ic .iUSAAjI ^ 4 jIa£ ii a} U^jlf maB jUuJI g^c jB jbJI aa! 

tA 4 “aaJI oBjg)' ‘‘A g;! US.gJUJI sjAa j(3A *a-iii SaSaaII 
AU 3ltal l SAA JS3J iji i l l If A Al l g^ 3 . jAaJI jl3A g^ AlahIU gjijf i^^l g^AA^U 3 9 jkm 

.sUa l^AA utta Ia| aa&aaII g^| 

3 j 4B gJS gB gBAjAA? jS3A Tfl* AA^jJU gjAk ji ^3)11 g^f :i il«h ll gjc ^ UJI BjUiaJI .t 

.H 5 £ ji a'i iii i j 4B J3^I pi3^l gB IaaB SaBa J3f 

JS3A gfAo 1 a jtAlJjj gB t^AkJa IaI La Sa^I (^I iBJBIall AAA>gBt qaaIaII .T 
4 auJ 4 gA-aJI lai gBc iSjUJI .gaLBlSjl ^123 -SaaIa, Bjfa ^ 41 

S - iW '•^ lA o'*^***’ JjS Aii .gBAjASI fkAAM VT 3 gjSjjA* J^S* 
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QA «uic ( J'Tniiiihl .tekMtfllA <^*^1 in Jl^ iU I.& 

frUI ^1 , 4ii i h f^ ^/fcinM qaa^I^ Usut JaSa^^I aaIa^ ^*aJI 

^UtM^iaJII l i^ ;^ CtlSh^Uu ^It^j $ tiAtOAil ^ ^ l^l 

^jOt^aaMUki! wiail ^ t«lj>i^ ^ ^ ..^tt 

.iSjSiii ui t^Sjii^i iuiA^f ^i^jj 0*513 3 ^5*0 

^^££43 Jalil j^ 3 ^ tro- ^3jjf ^l3*JU3 ;*yujl oUfflJ3jaJI .0 

.4io gp^ J^s^ VO AA amH ^3yj yj* 3 --S^y* ^ k^UaS jujj o-ooui 

AmIoa JujLaa ^ J33*^ t>* •• 5 ya J& 

i^jl iMU ii ai 3 4ai3yi ***^1 iuJ Uao Jo. ^ Uf^l *5 ,^yaJI J£ :^lc .V 

:g4£iJt 345 i.iU 5 ^ ^tVtiuj 3 -^013) 

.SaUf JojjA \>fl't'it Jl j 3^» 3 oloWI 3j *i > yit ^UyaJI Jil3 *aJ ,a 

^ jiW ty ty3*M ^L* A* jll ^ 3 J^UaJ) ^ ^ OAftoI? 9^ A 

jAAJi 3 t rtiA i fa tf ol jUjJ) 3 f ^Jflhll ^lcj4 i^i^ikl L Jltlj Um iSib 3 .$*AjJ) o5^ <^LaiUI 

. 4 wUbbJf taiUjUOA 

f11£ n **^3JI e;ut UUaaf ^UjjUlail ^ 15 yail 04^ 

»^iri. .> Ajl"jjt3Ufc^ 04 jLa>jtA t» OmJI 


"A^lc (.^oair ^jUoJt JbMuiy) M g^t^t f^Uao^) 
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^Uf Oba i£i ^3^1 life ^ Ol fe^i '^311 3 1^ fefel) J^^fell i^f 

^Lai\ ^luj BJic g3 «^fe i-fe J^ JaitSmi 1^ wr^t<ai i^au jjl jUi^ o^l^jU »a^i 

.OlSCOAil 

^uJI J33aJf f)jj3lSj >At^ 4Hrfc M.a|_,i^tglll 3 ^ Ua-a ^ liti a^Ai 

»33£ jifeLft Tl jyjUj .Culj i^jm 


iii^ 


atfejS ifeJal 

y^Ui f,^t liA i)i i^Ml BXjti j!ij3iiAll iuajji 3 ^iiU ^^JafeJI 3*JI 1^! 

^Umab! A^Ulf BfefeC ^ »Laa La JSj ^ vtM da ia ■‘4lu ^Ul ^jLfefeJI JfeMUifl^ fewif 

.^lULfeAll 

^^fe*JI JisdJ! T"l jjjljii n dddifeiUa ^ill g^li.3y^ Ufeaja liUl yjc d^iii 

IW jiiiiiT- jujlijja.Sv^3Si^jUaii 
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tg j.:"'*' ^ aljijjii J JJ u aJI g«alj4l 

^ lUtt 3* iSfjiMi Oi!^* JUia^ al jUjJt 2«ljJ 

xamjmi lUtiia 4|i^ Jiii &aia>^f ^ iU 1^ 4a$ ^3 j . jAbl b ii ia£J! 

JS QA j^&JI doj ^amIaJI ^cLuil j,3^ SjMi j - jaj JUh£ Ji£ lAjtull ■) 

J£ ^ 3«a abMlI {tif luiull 1,3^ jaImu j 

j Jb<£w^( j jji Uf g QioiJI otf ^ g AdMMjll ,jJ6 wjluil .f 

JUia^t jxamS Laa^ ■ jwaS ji j^ii I ijujinSII jaji! j* j ajc j JaAJI 

^ .4,t,ft>iil ^gd fjiagc |jiHiia^.tl ^g^ ^ jUill Jiaxil ^3 'Ubaj talai 

.aXi)ll ^gd ),^gddd g ^jiijixfuiH AiiaaiS juju ijt^l 

aaaJI Jax juju JLibxJI o'Mt Juad djtat ^jtxaJI ^.ifctaS La dis .T 

. I(].il«i bjbiu t^l o3jJail 

^ ULdA ‘t HaImIS <LcLo 3I ^^oa. Igdigdi ^jIxAil Jaia Uaar. iaau g.)iMAil Sji^ .£ 

^;>A fi^iauA 1 ^31 ^ ^UaII ^ja jXi^I ^jiail ddA ajUyt ^auM g . gjnu i A i i t aax^ 

^tall ajaxii g t33^l ajAoJI ijt ^ ^f^jbli wjliaa AA^ ^1 AwiI ^ g .AmjAaJI &iidd J3 eAa.t3 

.^vuAAJt ddt Mkui ^ 

•MidS^gatll l4lik^! j .w^l AdS, a^l i3b 1^1 ejt^l ^ Uala ,^aJt AJtai jjji.S 

.^'it d^ AUbll aUi ,^l£ Vdl JUiatili Jaldla^f 
.<4 J gAAA j! dd^jA fa| a^ba ^ Od^ 0^ i,t>.! JUJa^l aMaa al^f.l 
ijil l^ai«iii«|i Jgjiiiffltl dijbll ijiA .J^lai) 4dAt ^ i Tjiij i i-il l A)h« J! ejl^t i;;j.V 
4aw ^juiaiLi J? ijaiaji ^Uaj ^ <3jJbJI aiji (aj g .8j>aJI ^ SaaUaf ji 

5 .JaaLait ^Ma JS ^ 04^3# ^ aJ i,jaAaa^l ^ Ijil ^ ^UaaaJ jgdd jaLal 

. Jaaa ijdijbit 2 >A _ a35! ^.jaaaiH Alhi.l) ^ Sjla^l aa^j! Ja^ I^^Ui laj^AA Siaw ^3jiajl 

AijaiAll aafjl^l Jij^ Salaj^^ sMsi l^ais jojcniAill aljbjii o!.A 
23aiJ eaaaaaa ^tAc auaall g! J ^.ic ajiajJI 

-4fj4>y 

laii a ^ j liiA'L-xAll jjaa.aal jaaa AaiAX n-al ^jlac! ^1 JUJaMJ aljl^l ^j.t- 

. jU) La J AiljLaa A’ain'S JUia^ I ajiaj JagjAi aaSa ^gAaJI i^ic 
8jl^ QA QiAjAil gi t^ Tha tl U cAaiLa Aa^ Jajji^l 9^ 

.Aa^>Ail iijh ,JA iSj^l aUjaf •iii'dig i JlUa^l 
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Sj^^i Sdttjli Jaj! iHj U J^Jbl Ij q#! jk&i .^jUaJI JaaKUIIddC 

<^l£ (^Jali 3 . JMiaJ! p.i'iiAlijjilr ^jOii laS 3 i^sU) <ui£ 3 .. 4 iiijajy 

^ gi^aj) !te ^acJI ijis 3 •v^f&uaf j^3> TS' t.j 4 ^ S^ 

j%a igi 0? 4^ i^mI) 3 .^UuiSjf ^3 4t^33£ SaSaa <^I£ Jjjia 

i^UJI ^.liaJI ^JaSSji 4^ ^xaif JitAA db ,^,Jc 3 Uljttn'aa ^ Jaa,! 

3i^j4ibif 24afi qaH' 44le Jb&a pj£ i,i3t4 3 .flanitiW b^Laal 

l^i JIatl Ito Jiaii»:ii«ii|i3 . ^ 4434MU 1^ 4j laabiH^ iffi 3 43 Jaiaab ^aSuivall 

Jbrs^ ujabai! JXU) ^&ai<<!a&a>all )bSA 3 Sm^ S 44ls ^aatl aau^^J ia 

4 a ^iaak^ 

44 ie JaUaa 

ja3.> 4 ,^! ^yatitiiiftil 4a£4a{( <Jijb 0A 
^4)3 j! J;j 3 ak 4 « 4 jl 4 ^«^ 4 a!! 

.phafcjlalJ Usk4al3 A A ii m f ^abaHail ^ C>^ 

H3£ T£ 1 ^ J^®** 3 
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Jll4;^S|uJi| 

qI .9^i jjS ia ffc US 6jj»^l s tijUliu i ^aS i n .a. i J5|3^ ab uwll lU! 

jjic ^AiS Bi*) .^^ 4aSaaSI j^UU iE4i Um JStSjll sSa g i iaat 
•Ul 8aj.>3.a)l trv 

HW jiiiSi n JJA 5 I^jUa JJU bS* o® uJ* 

tab 4^^! cUsM^I 
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gaUulSj} atfejS if jlBUu &aiAA 

^b&bpkAjlf 

Cujl^jLa S j g W I 

^jUk*!} iauKUil HM lYtirti!) 

jMfaii ^ civ^iorC. C 

AA Au a 3 j BJjAill rt ii tt. t A ll iSjf^ tji* ^S* Jl?* S 

J~.:t ij ; SjAaill &>r i. > A l l 

3 al»il>aJI 3 AU 4 Alf Jiti. OA 3 -i^ JI3 jl 4 ^Ua ^^^04 4 ^ u^aaJI a-J) 

jyJlSJI ylc AaSaJ) AjjSiai jj3 .dAC4AJ! Alal^ A3A4*LSiSi^ajw*uiiUiS 

;r-ii^ l».ll 3 . £(— -t-ATAt q I f i« <» ll ^J^l3lA4'-‘i)?y*A5A^) ^ ir. . \a,n .t 

*^3 vAjfcAliM jA*j 3 i^iUuLSji 3330 * 5 ^ "« ‘Sj'^ ‘^‘"''S 

3 1 £T— Y 1 -VnTijJcUj 3 >. 5 f) olA-al) pi 5 j ifjUaJI Ja-uLlI At AtaJl 4 ^ i^iall 3 .jaiauiSjl 
^U, ^ J.aju tfill 3 Yt£-t i^Uulij! SSSj &u « A3S-1 T-c ti^liil glfiaitj o^UJI 

i 

SiM ilM J )£ jujU o* Ujj 5 U 3) jujt) ^ U3J5 a 3 olAjiiaJI Ol •’' 

I4I ^aaII 0! ja^ii •'' &!j '4 O* tiijS U ff gjjtu ISjUaj a 5 3 AJSfj Ai3a.tjU 

^A£ aau 4 U ;> 3 3blb}l 

{ 

)t ^ 64l4>fl -if jU»J! ifJiU JjUa Cui) i| 4JI3 U* 0! 

jbjjA laaA. ASijl 5jl^ ijjaJI 4 jt i^AAii 3 . A l ihl lj AlUill ^ ifaJ) 44 £Aa 1 I t W 33^34 

.AfjUyi 

Ais jAAsJ 44 £r— nr-£T£T ^jALaja)!) ,3U,^I piSj if jUaJI iaujUIl Aft AAit ijAAAlt .£ 

4^340! AajsaaJI Sa^I yjj dJ j 3 .ij44j4Af 35533 TO- ji«aif34-SiijJU3lA4A5JA4 3Ai 
.^.-;1< Jjyia lAAAAuu ‘ aU^aI 5 oaa 3 -HT£ 3;‘r t n i I 4 ajl H. i 5 t 3>j ^a 44 J3t .iUiiaJt 
Aj aUS -i^SijAl 35534 r£ jljA toil 2^44 3 .i^l»uilS3l 545531 
liS! 3 .AjixdA ^354 ^ A^ i^A 4 a 5 iyiUlf J3A aaJI oa jiiAAA ^5 J!a 1 ) )i* yjfi s .A 43 i« 
IT- 333 if4s!j4J5 3S4iuaJI yJi AaIs ijCAaJU Ji4i4» i33la ,>1 ijJliJI i3l3ixl) yjj ^Jau if3j4uil jijAil 

JAAA JlAAiy/i ^4>aJI A4C444U i^faSA ,3^5 .i^AWlSjt 54^34 S^y‘S^ ^ AA 

ij;i=- i^sjiA IaS 5A3551 taUlbia^U aaIc O J^ ' * ** ^ 5 aS 7 > ia J U aajIaJSI Jjl 43 JI 

’ .i£i£id 543543 1 iijjUsAll 44 *mj oi 54iE iyCAaJi yJc 3 .JiUdI 
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ill al^Mi i>tt jm ^ 4 f..> i^i H i ~i' iS.. » .0 

p»Sa» jfji J}3 ^ iSl^W 4 Mitiiit gittUalSjj ^Cit^ <mie aA c>l|U< 

^m| saiEs j i^ioii s^kiMJI j ^idElli l^ilS jaII tEUI liS ^ .1 

3 eEiti ^Je ^Atoiiftilf o^itUa ^ JjaaJI $iaa Jauu j o Uti i aai i ^tai£j[ 

^Uu&i ^liUI Saac iaj>a jAtlaj ^Ljcaall ^1 . J^Uaif ^&a> ^ M^as ciAanf 

4^ tii ^ kS^uUIaaAli 


ali’^riaall piUuAil a^Uui Saac 




’’^^l" ^ $ i^jEaaJf iawUI aia a^l j ''Aa^yr ajjAjU ga^l _)Uu ^ U ^ 3 

aaSa..a ^ J^Uall S^a ^Ca^yt axij aal 3 .lay^ j aa )'aa }»$taall ^ j 

4a^ saaaj) e'aa .HIT jjaljj tr ^Uul^ji aj^5 1^) iujataAil ai4^ 

. jaiaaU ‘Eiill SaaaJI saa .^Lr > nSf Jjaa>.^^3Mui 


l^aila JaUia liflftMil ^Iflhl jaall j ^layaa)l! taljihl U AjUy U gwaii yi Jnalatl .t 
.^Ealaii &lcj4 i^A^yi JaaSH ^ Ja. t^i il^aaJrSa^! .i‘)‘!T tt ^ safa)aiS i|J^Aall 
gaayi JUjlu^! Ijjjlr ^^dii U>S ui^ isiljUyi «iiia .alabil Sjl^ ^ 

^ AUhli laJ ^^^Uaall o^yAil aat ul^ aEs .Ea^jall »‘aa ;>aaa ajajaill 
^'i taaa ^ya 5 .ta^jUc aac iUoiaiU 4aLatyj|i EtEyi ^ya Ijala Uaa«*> ja^ja l aj^yc A?aj 

QA s Lr^ Jjiajl Ji(iiiii'il aUjhnM gasAja-Si SjUiJ ^j ^ g<aa (;;{ 

^liaatjS 3 - -EUII (jAiai^i ja.^1 i^«a.>JI ^>a a \a A 0Aaia^! £fyf! 

yaaij I'ajU ^ U. yi 3 .EaaiaAll a'aa l^yc glaa yU! a^iyiajl ajaaJI £jLa <? i nhl 4 y Laa 
glau Aiit ^aaif a^l j^c .an^aall ,>a UalaE la a] ta jaif jaaai! ^ya Ci^yal) aa.! 

^yalyaa jaaaa ^1 ^ya AjPii ail ^yu ^1 aL^ taE taJf ojAaa rt . E . i t . u ^aEa-all 

gU ya - aJ I eaA jifi gt Aacaa]! yia 3 .yaaJi jt3^ 1^ aliihiU jo^ i^'atf gOAlita 3 ejEai 

I .liUa l^aA iMb lEt AASAaall ^4i 

i 

3 j4A Ji tytyxa? jS3a fi- Aaijyi ;jaia ^jy! ^ya lAlaiali Jn ^ UJ( JyUaAii .T 

■Wj j}A~tyiu ^ J 3 VI pi 3 y! laag 4j(^a ^ 3 ! 

I 

y^anjaaas paa ta^iajj^ l ^ alab ^aAya taJ lA Aa^yi :&laiail SA^^jJht ^^aAtall S 
SjM^ 4 imuJ la vyaaolf O;!* tUI ^ys i53aaaail y^jaaAll of -oaiUailS jf *3^3 EmIa i^yi y-a 
3 . gliiail liUoa 4 ^la oi^yiAll jjS aol p> a~ i a « a Vf 3 yajAf JSji VA-jft lyE 
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gAiijill ^ <-li3wiiiaj li} i»ajj s^r»-*o Q^Ujif 4^ ^ 

ctal ^j >au j .<^liib>i^uftil 4 4 l*ia ^> i nl l 

^txil cLooi^l o^jju J 1 x 3 j U^ 3 tluaiii ^ ^ Ull 

.^Uaiall ^ 

4 i > i n;i>AI I 4j l i ^ i rt i a i « > tulj ^ _ ,. ia . ^ ■ > ^ J ^iila JS iutXa^l g ^4 ■ 4^^ .a. ^l l amtt 'i< i i i a{ l .{ 

ijJc Aa>3)JI oSsIgiUg .^^Uai 

4l& j 4 j^gJ TTO* gijA AAiCi (j.Ui g;3)H tgSlj a£J j ;^Lali a luh^aJK .0 

ijJsij Aj tAJUaj ,^1 JUJI J,io> j jnjtV 

cUAtAkA k^jUfikA iJC Jg^AlA^ljjJf 4)A k^jla ^ !|2 ) J i »1 i A iii A i H .1 

I 

! 

i^ji 1 ^ ^iaj^l i..M.ir>i 3 ^AigjJI ^ UaA ,5^ |>c l>l , -^< u JS :AaU .V 

:^U1I 34^ 1^ ^ iaaiAU k^'Alf 3 -4'^ 


■Siiaull JbgjkSi ^mi 44 j3ji^I JljgVI 3 alaliSlI j^a^ jIaaI ^(3 4^ -A 

ikMfiail ^lA4j Jif ^ liUi^Ag ^ SkAUllSAiAil »AA 

Jaaa 3 - Alilhii ciljUyi 3 liflAhll ^tcji kJAfyU 4 <s1£> 3 .» > 5 tl i ^ lA a J l 

■ AiiiihH JUjUaA 

jiiitii tl b'jJ) UlkAAt ^! a4AU 

I 

A^AAjrj^lgUuS a^UkjU » aWI Jg^laUaAjif 
"autc (^jIaxII JauUII 4ac -umJ! t-La^^l 
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AC^^OOlOltKitKeKl f 

^Lal CM> oSi (>3^) lift iji 0> ^4^5 Oij3^ S ?^5!4 <^1 

-U*SS[ ^Uul Sm tU, U Ji jMi- MiU 

^ .cUIUaII 

yro3li>-3 M!i 1-^ k tA ■^' 

H« Tl jujii j>a«3 .cajlj4jJ 

j 

SaL^ 

i^u) (iisa li* o’ 'H-*'’ »^’ oos^i-^* 3 '•<^' 

'-U2if ^U2! Siit tlifc U Ji 

r • - - .aii&ttAii 

^4aJ(,si3allT--t dfc yis 

1 W >iii T- j^tu J>k. j ^ 3S 
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oljU^ J 

^5aJi p4l 4,^ ill! ^ jiSJ 3? XuiAi. ^jA£r JUiaMi *::i* jU>J) 

^ U« 3 . J^iaJ 4 ^ ^ 

O* AWA^tiAiaJI AcUiil yic ?i5.a^3“ jil Alia* die .* 

^3^ ^ aluui^ ^Uoli jA l w ji l 3 4Jua^i 

m; 3 A^ 3 lUl ^34 A^ 3 ^uaU) A^ii^ 3 ^UmmjJI at^^l <^3i^l .X 

JLUa^! gA<jl 4 <dl ^umu UiAc I ! ^3^3^ 3 oac 3 JL^I 

^ .<^i‘Kifti>in pi34^3s ^ ,jmAAS^l ^3^ ^ ^^SJUJI AASi JX« iJiaaJf ^ ^>^4^ 

.ia^l2{) ^3^ 3 ^34 4ilhitf=> juau 

AlbaJj 0^ ^ <Tfhr ^ihiX 4 la alt «T 

• . 4$^ O^ 

)i^Uaa5 ^Uil^ AcUJI fjjA 144^3^1 ^jfoAil ift Vtf fjjiS gjtiiAll a^ SjU).£ 

UUba 1 M3I ^ ibcLai{ ^ ^ OjU^il laau3.^VMAif .a^xi <?5jiiii?^ Aid 

<^1111 3 i^3^f o^^klff ^ 4iA2b. ^ 3 .^Umj^aJI Ajioa 00^13 

>^>li>iirftn AAA ^Uac QA 

3.u^) Ij] U 4 U^ 3 i 2 Jt aJ^] ^{.0 

I .^Vl A^ A^l dll ^\S, f:il JlAia^4 JaUIa^J 
. 4 U J 3AJi,a 3! ^3&jA gU lia{ w3tM^ 4 } 3 Si 4 a.xsw JUialil 4 >tM«)U&l .1 
(^1 I^AftMiiij ^3^ub^/ f^^£f .^^Uul AjmU rt 4 A 3 *Qi ti ^JUuJj ol*^ 
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IN THE CHMCERy COURT OF CS&IG] 
WBSTE8N BIS' 


MWOSHET KESEaWARZ 

V. 

ABDOLSASET Ili-OMaHY 


ARKANSAS 

iS£P2b'P 1='*^ PIAIKTIFF 


NO. B-S3-6SRW FLEE* V 000 

CIRCUIT AND CHANCERY 
; COURT CLERK 


DEPENDANT 


PECREB or DIVORCE 


On this data, this oanse cdmes on to be heaxd on the verified 
Coaplatnt of plaintiff Margaret Keshawarz which has been filed for 
more then 30 days last past. Plaintiff Margaret Keshawarz appears 
in person and by her attorney, James McCauley. Defendant appears 
in person and by his attorney, George R. Wadley. Prom the 
pleadings and the sworn testimony of Plaintiff and one 
corroborating witness, the court finds as follows: 

1. Plaintiff Margaret Keshawarz, Social Security No. 410-02' 
82E1, currently resides at 504 'West Cherry, Jonesboro, Arkansas, 
and is employed by Arkansas State Dniversity. Defendant Abduibaset 
Al-Omary, Social Security Mo. 430-79-7163 . resides at 305 SOOtt 

. lor.esborc. AR 72401 and is employed at Arkansas State 

University. 

2. The parties were married on or about December 14, 1989, in 
Paragould, Arkansas. They wereilast separated on or about July 12, 
1993. Plaintiff is entitled to a divorce on the grounds of general 
indignities . 

3. The parties are the parents of one minor children, Kaahael 
Eeldi Al-Omary, a girl, bom July 11, 1992. Plaintiff is entitled 
to be granted custody of the mihor children subject to Defendant's 
right of reasonable visitation i 
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4. Defendant, Abdulbaset Al-Omary, Social Security Mo. 4i. Q- .63 
_ 43 i£_, is hereby ordered to contribute the sum of $250.00 per 
month, to the Plaintiff for support of the minor child with the 
first payment being due on September 1, 1994. fheee payments 
shall be made through the Clerk of the Chancery Court of Craighead 
County, Arkansas along with a $24.00 per year administrative fee to 
be paid to the Clerk. Such sum is ordered withheld from the money, 
income, or periodic earnings due Defendant in the event he becomes 
gainfully employed, and shall be r e mitted by the employer to the 
Clerk of this' Court at P. 0. Box 120, Jonesboro, Arkansas 72401. 
The Plaintiff shall, at the time of entry o£ this decree, complete 
and cause to be filed herein any and all forms necessary to notify 
any employer of the Defendant or any subsequent employer, of the 
income withholding provisions of this decree. The cost incurred in 
providing the notice to the employer shall be paid by the Defendant 
at the time such Decree is filed with the court clerk. 

5. Plaintiff has been a resident of Jonesboro, Craighead 
County, Arkansas, for more than five years last past. Her cause of 
action occurred or existed in the State of Arkansas within five 
years next before the commencement of this action. 

6. The parties have entered into a written Child Custody, 
Support, and Property Settlement Agreement covering all of the 
rights of their marriage. The court approves this agreement, 
adopts same, makes it a part of this decree; however, in doing so 
this does not alter the contractual nature thereof. The parties 
are ordered to carry out the terms of same. It is as follows; 
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PROPEHCT SEITUEMEira WSREEJCENT 

MBjrfaaret Xasbawars, hereinafter referred to as "Mifa," and 
Jlhaulbaset sl-Omarj, hereinafter referred to as "Sasbaad," have 
separated, ^ife filed suit for divorce in the Chanoaty Court of 
Craighead Coiuity, Heatern District, Arkansas, on July 13, 1SS3. 
Subject to the approval of this court, this agresaient is entered 
into to settle all rights between the parties. 

1. CHIU CDS'EODf i The parties are the parents of one lainor 
children, Maohael Heidi Al-Oniary, a girl, born July 11, 1932. 
Plaifttiff is satitled to be granted custody of the minor ehiidren 
subject to Defendant's right of reasonable visitation. Bach party 
shall be entitled to visitation as sat forth in the revised 
visitation schedule which is incorporated here by reference as if 
it is set oat in its entirety. Each party shall be responsible for 
leaving the child with a responsible babysitter and will provide 
this information to the other party if requested, neither party 
shall be .allowed to have an overnight guest of the opposite sex at 
any time while the child is in there care or in the exercise of 
visitation . Neither party shall be allowed to move the minor child 
from the jurisdiction of this court without written consent or 
court approval. The husband shall provide a copy of his current 
passport and will notify the wife of any changes in his passport 

cohoeraing the minor child. Wife agrees to do the same if 
reguested. 

2 • CHIU SDJPORI i Husband shall pay to Wife the sum of 
$250.00 per month as child support with the first payment being due 
on September 1, 1994. 
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3. HEJLLTH iHBUHaNCE ; wife is presently insuring the minor 
child through a group policy available through her employer 
Arkaneas State University. The annual cost for this family 
coverage regardless of the number of dependents is $780.72 per 
year. The parties agree to equally divide the cost of this 
premium. In the event the husband becomes gainfully employed and 
health insurance coverage is available to him at a reasonable cost, 
then husband shall be responsible for providing health insurance 
coverage for the minor child and will pay all premiums associated 
with the coverage. The parties agree to equally divide any 
medical, dental, orthodontic or optometric expenses not covered by 
insurance. 

4. PERSOHAL PHOPERIY AKD BOPSEHOLP BELOSGINgS ; Each party 
shall be awarded that property now in his or her posBession. Wife 
agrees to deliver to husband such additional items of personal 
property which were left at the parties residenca at the time of 
separation. 

5. MOMETARg COMPEMSATIOW ! Husband agrees to pay Wife the 
total sum of $2,250.00 in full and complete settlement of all 
claims Wife may have against Husband for any sums of money that 
Wife claims she is owed by Husband. Husband will be allowed to pay 
this in monthly payments of $75.00 until the sum is paid in full. 

6. ATTORHES'S FEES ARP COSTS ; Each party shall be 
responsible for their attorneys' fees and costs. 

7 . SBNSRAL i Each party hereby waives and relinquishes any 
claims that he or she may have to alimony, dower or curtesy in the 
property of the other or to be acquired by the other in the future 
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exe*pt as sat forth herein. Neither party aseerts anti both parties 
waive all rights they might have to alimony, support or maintenance 
except as set forth herein. 

8. She ■'parties agree to erecate any and all papers, documents 
or other Items necessary to effectuate the terms of this agreeisaat, 

9. This contract will be incorporated with the Decree of 
Divorce? however said incorporation will not alter the coatractual 
nature of this instrument, concerning aodi.flcation save and except 
issues concerning child custody, child visitation, and child 
support. 

IK WITKESa wsERKOr, the parties have hereunto set their bands 
and seals this September ■£ / . 1994. 
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ACKHOWLEDSHEira 


STATE OE ASItAHSAS 
COCNTy OF CRAIGHEAD 

On this day personally appeared before me, a notary public 
within and for the county and state aforesaid, the within named 
Margaret Keshawarz, who stated to me that she had executed the 
foregoing Property Settlement Agreement for the oonsideration and 
purposes therein mentioned and set forth. 

WITKESS my hand and seal this September ^ I 1994. 


My Commission Expires! 


STATE OP ARKANSAS 
CODMTY OP CRAIGHEAD 






Notary ■ Ftihlio 




On this day personally appeared before me, a notary public 
within and for the county and state aforesaid, the within named 
Abdulbaset Al-Omary, who stated to me that he had executed the 
foregoing Property Settlement Agreement for the oonsideration and 
purposes therein mentioned and set forth. 

HITHESS my hand and seal this September 1994. 


My ComniisEion Expires! 
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Th& follmin$ vtsUsUionfor chiUren c^edjm 0} mdcf^sr to the non~cmtodiat 

parsnip diseni madificadon fy the Ccvri in ar^ pardcidar case; 

1. Altermte wesl^nds - commencing at 5:00 pjn. on Fridi^s and cammung unUl p.m, m 
Zmdc^s. 

2. Adernate major hoddens -Easier, Msmotial Day, July 4ih, £Mbor Day and Thanksgmng, if 

the children's school grants extra days for any holiday, the visitation \^fll coincide -with the school break 
For example, Thanksgiving would include not on^ the last Thursday in November, but the fothwing 
Friday, Samrd^ and Sunday. 

3. If the children racefvs a ''Spring Breald* from school, the break shall he considered as a 
holiday and the brack period alternated. 

4. Christmasyisitation -far school age children, visiiaSion wiU commence at the time the school 
goes into recess for the Christmas holidays, and yvili centime until 9;0Q p,m. on Christmas Eve; or 
commence at 9:00 p.m. Christmas Eve; and continue until 6:QQ pm. on the day prior to resumption qf 
school. Tlte party having the childr'en before Christmas one year ynll have the children after Christmas 
the following year, 

5. The father of die children will ahveys have visitation the weekend of Father's Day, as the 
mother vAli have visitation the weekend cfkiotheFs Day. 

6. If practical and desired by the parties, the children's birthday will also be alternated cn an 
annual basis. 

7 . Summer visitation is fixed at stx Y>eekt, which may he divided into two three week periods at 
the option <f the non-cuslodial parent Notice as to the time and manner ^visitation M>IU provided at 
hast thirty (30) dco^ in advance the exercise of visitatiorL In the event the noH-atstodied parent 
chooses to exercise the stunmer visitation in one week six week period, at. the end of the third week dv 
CiLStodia! parent Mnl! have 0 two day visitation pericfd from S:00a.m. on the first day until 6:00 p.m. on 
the second day. Every effort should be made by the parties to coordinate their vacation schechdss in 
order that the chiidran will have the qpporitini^ to spend vacation time with both, 

5 , The visitation noted above will be in addition to all other reasonable 'insifation. 

9. Visitation may not be mdependentfy Urminaud by the custodial parent for a?^ reason, 


including non-payment qf child support. 

10. Visitation •with children less than five (5) years qf age shall be as determined by the Court, 
but shall generally follow the above schedule. 

I L Vioktion if 0se visitation as av^arded may resut m the mposidon if afmt^ jail sm^nce, 
the wminaUm of custody and/or visitation, or such other action deemed appropriate by the Court 
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II IS IBEREFOKE COKSIDESSD, CROSSED, ADIDDSED AHD DECREED that 
the bonds of matrimony heretofore existing between Elaintiri 
Margaret Keehawarz and Abdulbaest ai-Ojnary are dissolved, set aside 
and held for. naught; that Plaintiff is granted a divorce; that 
Elaiatiff is awarded custody of the parties' sdnor child, subject 
to Defendant's right of reasonable visitation; that Defendant is 
ordered to pay to Plaintiff the sum of $250. CO per month as child 
support fox the minor child; that Defendant is ordered to make his 
child support payments through the Chancery Clerk of Craighead 
County, Western District, Arkansas, and further. Defendant shall 
pay to the Clerk any fee charged by the Clerk for receiving child 
support payments; that, if ordered by the court, and upon proper 
notxce, the employer of Defendant shall deduct from money income or 
periodic earnings due Defendant, an amount which is sufficient to 
meet the periodic child support payments imposed by the court plus 
an additional amount equal to 10 percent of the periodic child 
support payment to be applied toward liquidation of any accrued 
arrearage due under this order; and that the ocurt adopts and makes 
a part of this decree the foregoing written agreemant of the 
parties and orders the parties to carry out the terms of sams and 
to execute any _ipstruaonts necessary to do so. 
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CERTIFlCATeOFHECORD 
Csrtffied Copy 

STA'T£OFAf!!<;s«-!^Ue 

CowlycfCiaighaad 

I.FATFIEOT/OOD 

CIrcuil & Ctefsay Courf Cfeti, fiffin End for ite 6^3 ®d 
CoEnt/Aforasa!d,M'oo.rr?ni9siofi6d,q'i;Eli|^^ aciinj do 
!;erebycei1fyfetiswE501r^iflsMjfne<t!of«%feai'U8Etid 
MiTEol aid M«parEdccpybfl9&’Siria]iri5tffii®jtol!ies2!Ti9 
Eppn?s^scoiti in rCc Heard Book i°T. s 

“lnra&WH£HS3FlkeftOliissei%«^da&the 
ssa! of , tia said. owl tl«' . day cf 


D.P 
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- - ?.'■% VA' 


u-P A-wvlT'O-nCO c 


^Ut ^ 0 .^ 822239-1 ^ ^ 

^ntteo states of ^mertca 



DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
a:li ta ftrijtmt tljegc presents strait rente, (ireettngs: 


J Certify That the document hereunto annexed is under the 
Seal of the Secretary of State of the State of Arkansas , and 
that such Seal is entitled to full faith and credit.* 


Issued pursuwl to CHXIV, State of 
Sept. 15. 1789, 1 Stat. 68-«9; 22 
use 2657; 22 USC 2651a; 5 USC 
301; 28 USE 1733 et. seq.; 8 USC 
1 44300; RULE 44 Federal Rules of 
Gvil Procedure. 


In testimony whereof, I, Madeleine K. 
Albright, Secretary of State, have hereunto 
caused the seal of the Department of State to 
be affixed and my name subscribed by the 
Authentication Officer of the said 
Department, at the city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, this fifth day of 
October, 1998. 


M 


■vv 7 'l- 

Secretary of State 


By 


^ ■ Ufi 


T\A,\/V\r 


A- 


Assistant AutHenticat'idn Officer, 
Department of State 


* FOR THE CONTENTS OF THE ANNEXED 
DOCUMENT, THE DEPARTMENT ASSUMES NO 
RESPONSIBILITY 


This certificate is not valid if it is removed or altered in any way whatsoever 
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Sharon Priest 

SECRETABY OF STATE 


xarue itocK, Arjsaiisiis /i£iui-iu»4 

State of Arkansas 
SECRETARY OF STATE 


CERTIFICATION 


STATE OF ARKANSAS 

) 

COUNTY OF PULASKI 

I, Sharon Priest, Secretary of State, State of Arkansas, and as such the 
keeper of the official records of all state, district and county elected officials 
and appointments made by the Governor, do hereby certify that the records 
in this office reflect that 


HOWARD TEMPLETON 

is duly commissioned and qualified as Chancellor, District 2, Division 1, At- 
Large, of the State of Arkansas. 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I, have 
hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the Seal of the Secretary of State 
on this the Twenty-eighth day of 
September, 1998 



Sharon Priest 
Secretary of State 
State of Arkansas 


state Capitol • Little Rock, Aikonsos 72201-1094 • (501) 682-1010 
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IN THB CHMCERY COURT OF CRAIGgM fCifHTY, AEjKMSAS 
WESTERN DISTHSoA-IIU 


MARGARET KESHAWARZ 


V. 

ABD0LBASET Ai-OMARY 


SEP 2b ' P 1' PLAINTIFF 

NO. E-93-66I7AJ FLEETWOOD 

CiRCUti ^ CHANtEnY 

COUhT CtEir.n DEFENDANT 


DECREE OF DIVORCE 


On this date, this cause comes on to be heard on the verified 
Complaint of Plaintiff Margaret Keshawarz which has been filed for 
more than 30 days last past. Plaintiff Margaret Keshawarz appears 
in person and by her attorney, James McCauley. Defendant appears 
in person and by his attorney, George R. Wadley. From the 
pleadings and the sworn testimony of Plaintiff and one 
corroborating witness, the court finds as follows: 

1. Plaintiff Margaret Keshawarz, Social Security No. 410-02- 
8281, currently resides at 504 West Cherry, Jonesboro, Arkansas, 
and is employed by Arkansas State University. Defendant Abdulbaset 
Al-Omary, Social Security No. 430-79-7163 , resides at 305 Scott 

Jonesboro. AR 72401 and is employed at Arkansas State 

University. 

2. The parties were married on or about December 14, 1989, in 
Paragould, Arkansas. They were last separated on or about July 12, 
1993. Plaintiff is entitled to a divorce on the grounds of general 
indignities . 

3. The parties are the parents of one minor children, Machael 
Heidi Al-Omary, a girl, born July 11, 1992. Plaintiff is entitled 
to be granted custody of the minor children subject to Defendant's 
right of reasonable visitation. 
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4. Defendant, Abdulbaset Al-Omary, Social Security No. 430 - 6 3 - 
4346 , is hereby ordered to contribute the sum of $250.00 per 

month, to the Plaintiff for support of the minor child with the 
first payment being due on September 1, 1994. These payments 
shall be made through the Clerk of the Chancery Court of Craighead 
County, Arkansas along with a $24.00 per year administrative fee to 
be paid to the Clerk. Such sum is ordered withheld from the money, 
income, or periodic earnings due Defendant in the event he becomes 
gainfully employed, and shall be remitted by the employer to the 
Clerk of this Court at P. O. Box 120, Jonesboro, Arkansas 72401. 
The Plaintiff shall, at the time of entry of this decree, complete 
and cause to be filed herein any and all forms necessary to notify 
any employer of the Defendant or any subsequent employer, of the 
income withholding provisions of this decree. The cost incurred in 
providing the notice to the employer shall be paid by the Defendant 
at the time such Decree is filed with the court clerk. 

5. Plaintiff has been a resident of Jonesboro, Craighead 
County, Arkansas, for more than five years last past. Her cause of 
action occurred or existed in the State of Arkansas within five 
years next before the commencement of this action. 

6. The parties have entered into a written Child Custody, 
Support, and Property Settlement Agreement covering all of the 
rights of their marriage. The court approves this agreement, 
adopts same, makes it a part of this decree; however, in doing so 
this does not alter the contractual nature thereof. The parties 
are ordered to carry out the terms of same. It is as follows: 
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PROPERTY SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

Margaret Keshawarz, hereinafter referred to as "Wife," and 
Abdulbaset Al-Omary, hereinafter referred to as "Husband," have 
separated. Wife filed suit for divorce in the Chancery Court of 
Craighead County, Western District, Arkansas, on July 13, 1993. 
Subject to the approval of this court, this agreement is entered 
into to settle all rights between the parties. 

1. CHILD CUSTODY ; The parties are the parents of one minor 
children, Machael Heidi Al-Omary, a girl, born July 11, 1992. 
Plaintiff is entitled to be granted custody of the minor children 
subject to Defendant's right of reasonable visitation. Each party 
shall be entitled to visitation as set forth in the revised 
visitation schedule which is incorporated here by reference as if 
it is set out in its entirety. Each party shall be responsible for 
leaving the child with a responsible babysitter and will provide 
this information to the other party if requested. Neither party 
shall be .allowed to have an overnight guest of the opposite sex at 
any time while the child is in there care or in the exercise of 
visitation. Neither party shall be allowed to move the minor child 
from the jurisdiction of this court without written consent or 
court approval. The husband shall provide a copy of his current 
passport and will notify the wife of any changes in his passport 
concerning the minor child. Wife agrees to do the same if 
requested . 

2. CHILD SUPPORT ; Husband shall pay to Wife the sum of 
$250.00 per month as child support with the first payment being due 
on September 1, 1994. 
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. ..^w: insuring me minor 

child through a group policy available through her employer 
Arkansas State University. The annual cost for this family 
coverage regardless of the nu m ber of dependents is $780.72 per 
year. The parties agree to equally divide the cost of this 
premium. In the event the husband becomes gainfully employed and 
health insurance coverage is available to him at a reasonable cost, 
then husband shall be responsible for providing health insurance 
coverage for the minor child and will pay all premiums associated 
with the coverage. The parties agree to equally divide any 
medical, dental, orthodontic or optometric expenses not covered by 
insurance. 

4. PERSONA!, PROPERTY AND HOUSEHOLD BELONGINGS : Each party 
shall be awarded that property now in his or her possession. Wife 
agrees to deliver to husband such additional items of personal 
property which were left at the parties residence at the time of 
separation. 

5. MONET ARY COMPENSATION ; Husband agrees to pay Wife the 
total sum of $2,250.00 in full and complete settlement of all 
claims Wife may have against Husband for any sums of money that 
Wife claims she is owed by Husband. Husband will be allowed to pay 
this in monthly payments of $75.00 until the sum is paid in full. 

6- ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS : Each party shall be 
responsible for their attorneys' fees and costs. 

7. GENERAL ; Each party hereby waives and relinquishes any 
claims that he or she may have to alimony, dower or curtesy in the 
property of the other or to be acquired by the other in the future 
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except as set forth herein. Neither party asserts and both parties 
waive all rights they might have to alimony, support or maintenance 
except as set forth herein, 

8. The'parties agree to execute any and all papers, dociiments 
or other items necessary to effectuate the terms of this agreement. 

9 . This contract will be incorporated with the Decree of 
Divorce; however said incorporation will not alter the contractual 
nature of this instrument, concerning modification save and except 
issues concerning child custody, child visitation, and child 
support . 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have hereunto set their hands 
and seals this September 2. I , 1994. 
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aCKKOWLEDOtEMg 

STATE OF ARKANSAS 
CODNTX OF CRAIGHEAD 

On this day personally appeared before me, a notary public 
within and for the county and state aforesaid, the withxn named 
Margaret Keshawarz, who stated to me that she had executed the 
foregoing Property Settlement Agreement for the consideration and 
purposes therein mentioned and set forth. 

WITNESS my hand and seal this September • 1994. 


My Commission Expires 




Notary ■ Fllblic 


STATE OF ARKANSAS 
COUNTY OF CRAIGHEAD 

On this day personally appeared before me, a nota^ public 
within and for the county and state aforesaid, the within named 
Abdulbaset Al-Omary, who stated to me that he had executed the 
foregoing Property Settlement Agreement for the consideration and 
purposes therein mentioned and set forth. ^ 

WITNESS my hand and seal this September Cg0~^ . 1994. 


My Coi3imissioii Expires: 


(jol> 

Notary i^ublic 
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IT IS THEREFORE CONSIDERED, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that 
the bonds of matrimony heretofore existing between Plaintiff 
Margaret Keshawarz and Abdulbaset Al-Omary are dissolved, set aside 
and held fo^-. naught; that Plaintiff is granted a divorce; that 
Plaintiff is awarded custody of the parties' minor child, subject 
to Defendant's right of reasonable visitation; that Defendant is 
ordered to pay to Plaintiff the sum of $250.00 per month as child 
support for the minor child; that Defendant is ordered to make his 
child support payments through the Chancery Clerk of Craighead 
County, Western District, Arkansas, and further. Defendant shall 
pay to the Clerk any fee charged by the Clerk for receiving child 
support payments; that, if ordered by the court, and upon proper 
notice, the employer of Defendant shall deduct from money income or 
periodic earnings due Defendant, an amount which is sufficient to 
meet the periodic child support payments imposed by the court plus 
an additional amount equal to 10 percent of the periodic child 
support payment to be applied toward liquidation of any accrued 
arrearage due under this order; and that the court adopts and makes 
a part of this decree the foregoing written agreement of the 
parties and orders the parties to carry out the terms of same and 


to execute any,,.instruments necessary to do so. 



Dated; 
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OLVaSED CHANCERY COURT VTSTTATTON SrTTFnTTT.K 

: . : ’ ‘The following visitation for children aged five (5) and over will be awarded to the non-custodial 

parent, absent modification by the Court in ar^ particular case: 

1. Alternate weekends - commencing at 5:00 p.m. on Fridc^s and continuing until 6:00 p.m. on 
Sundays. 

2. Alternate major holidays - Easter, Memorial Day, July 4th, Labor Day and Thanksgiving. If 
the children's school grants extra days for any holiday, the visitation will coincide with the school break. 
For example. Thanksgiving would include not only the last Thursday in November, hut the following 
Friday, Saturday and Sunday. 

2. If the children receive a "Spring Break" from school, the break shall be considered as a 
holiday and the break period alternated. 

4. Christ?nas^ visitation - for school age children, visitation will commence at the time the school 
goes into recess for the Christmas holidays, and will continue until 9:00 p.m. on Christmas Eve; or 
commence at 9:00 p.m. Christmas Eve; and continue until 6:00 p.m. on the day prior to resumption of 
school. The parly having the children before Christmas one year will have the children after Christmas 
the following year. 

5. The father of the children will ahvays have visitation the weekend of Father's Day, as the 
mother will have visitation the weekend of Mother's Day. 

6. If practical and desired by the parties, the children's birthday will also he alternated on an 
annual basis. 

7. Summer visitation is fixed at six M’eeks, M’hich mcy be divided into two three week periods at 
the option of the non-custodial parent. Notice as to the time and manner of visitation will he provided at 
least thirty (30) da^^s in advance of the exercise of visitatioji. In the event the non-custodial parent 
chooses to exercise the summer visitation in one week six week period, at the end of the third week the 
custodial parent will have a two day visitation period from 8:00 a.m. on the first day until 6:00 p.m. on 
the second day. Every effort shoidd he made by the parties to coordinate their vacation schedules in 
order that the children will have the opportunity to spend vacation time with both. 

8. The visitation noted above will be in addition to all other reasonable visitation. 

9. Visitation may not be independently terminated by the custodial parent for any reason, 
including non-payment of child support, 

10. Visitation with children less than five (5) years of age shall be as determined by the Court, 
but shall generally follow the above schedule. 

11. Violation cf the visitation as awarded may result in the imposition of a fine, jail sentence, 
the termination of custody and/or visitation, or such other action deemed appropriate by the Court. 
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ii IS IHEREFORE CONSIDERED, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that 
the bonds of matrimony heretofore existing between Plaintiff 
Margaret Keshawart and abdulbaset Al-Omary are dissolved, set aside 
and held for naught; that Plaintiff is granted a divorce; that 
Plaintiff is awarded custody of the parties' minor child, subject 
to Defendant's right of reasonable visitation; that Defendant is 
ordered to pay to Plaintiff the sum of $250.00 per month as child 
support for the minor child; that Defendant is ordered to make his 
child support payments through the Chancery Clerk of Craighead 
County, Western District, Arkansas, and further. Defendant shall 
pay to the Clerk any fee charged by the Clerk for receiving child 
support payments; that, if ordered by the court, and upon proper 
notice, the employer of Defendant shall deduct from money income or 
periodic earnings due Defendant, an amount which is sufficient to 
meet the periodic child support payments imposed by the court plus 
an additional amount equal to 10 percent of the periodic child 
support payment to be applied toward liquidation of any accrued 
arrearage due under this order; and that the court adopts and makes 
a part of this decree the foregoing written agreement of the 
parties and orders the parties to carry out the terms of same and 
to execute any._instruments necessary to, do so. 
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.r-VT8F,n CHANCERY COURT VISITATION SCHEDULE 

The following visitation for children aged five (5) and aver will he awarded to the non~custodial 
parent, absent modification by the Court in any particular case: 

1. Alternate weekends - commencing at 5:00 p.m. on Fridays and continuing until 6:00 p.m. on 
Sundays. 

2. Alternate major holidays - Easter, Memorial Day, July 4th, Labor Day and Thanksgiving. If 
the children 's school grants extra days for any holidcy, the visitation will coincide with the school break. 
For example. Thanksgiving would include not only the last Thursday in November, but the following 
Friday, Saturday and Sunday. 

2. If the children receive a "Spring Break!' from school, the break shall be considered as a 
holiday and the break period alternated. 

4. Christinas visitation - for school age children, visitation will commence at the time the school 
goes into recess for the Christmas holidays, and will continue until 9:00 p.m. on Christmas Eve; or 
commence at 9:00 p.m. Christmas Eve; and continue until 6:00 p.m. on the day prior to resumption of 
school. The party having the children before Christmas one year will have the children after Christmas 
the following year. 

5. The father of the children will always have visitation the weekend of Father's Day, as the 
mother will have visitation the weekend of Mother's Day. 

6. If practical and desired by the parties, the children's birthday will also be alternated on an 
annual basis. 

7. Summer visitation is fixed at six weeks, which may be divided into two three week periods at 
the option cf the non-custodial parent. Notice as to the time and manner of visitation yvill be provided at 
least thirty (30) days in advance of the exercise of visitation. In the event the non-custodial parent 
chooses to exercise the summer visitation in one week six week period, at the end of the third week the 
custodial parent will have a two day visitation period from 8:00 a.m. on the first day until 6:00 p.m. on 
the second day. Every effort should be made by the parties to coordinate their vacation schedules in 
order that the children will have the opportunity to spend vacation time with both. 

8. The visitation noted above will be in addition to all other reasonable visitation. 

9. Visitation may not be independently terminated by the custodial parent for any reason, 
including non-payment of child support. 

10. Visitation with children less than five (5) years of age shall be as determined by the Court, 
but shall generally follow the above schedule. 

11. Violation of the visitation as awarded may result in the imposition of a fine, jail sentence, 
the termination of custocfy and/or visitation, or such other action deemed appropriate hv the Court. 
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*1994 Letter to Saudi Govt 
‘Registered Mail Receipls' 














874 


504 West Cherry 
Jonesboro AE. 72401 
10-13-94 


Embassy of the Kingdom of Saudij Arabia 
601 New Hampshire Ave. SW | 

Washington B.C. 20037 j 


To Whom It May Concern! j 

Enclosed is an official certified copy of the divorce decree 
between myself and one Saudi Arabian citizen. Mr. Abdulbaset 
Ahmad Mohammad Al-Omary. I am waiting to request that no 
Saudi Arabian passport be IssueS in the name of my minor child, 
Machael Heidi Al-Omary, nor is | her name to be included in the 
Saudi Arabian passport of any ofcher Saudi Arabian national, as 
a dependent or otherwise. inclu(iing in the current and any 
future passports of her father , j Abdulbaset A.M. Al-Omary or the 
Saudi female, Wafa Al-Dugail. 

Furthermore. I request that no Saudi passport be issued to my 
child in any other name, such as Machael Al-Omary or any other 
alias, nor is she to be included under any one of these aliases 
on any passport page of any Saujli national, including m - 
rent and any future passports of her father, Abdulbaset A.M. 
Al-Omary, or of the Saudi female Wafa Al-Dugail- 

In addition, I request that my daughter shall not be issued a 
laissez passer or other travel document to the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia or any other foreign country in her true 4esal 
name, in any alias, or under thp sponsorship ^of any Saudi 
Arabian national, including her father Abdulbaset Al-Omary 
or the Saudi female, Wafa Al-Dugail. Nor is my daughter s name 
to appear in its full legal form or in any alias in the laissez 
passer or any other travel docuiaents of any Saudi national, 
icludlng those of her father, A|>dulbaser A.M. Al-Omary or the 
Saudi female, Wafa Al-Dugail* 

Furthermore, I request chat any; attempt to secure a Saudi>rabian 
passport, laissez passer, or any other travel document for outside 
the United States or any attempt to have my daughter s real 
name or any alias included on apy Saudi Arabian passport page 
or any travel document held in ithe name of any Saudi citizen, 
including the current and any future passports or other travel 
documents of Mr. Abdulbaset A.M. Al-Omary and/or Wafa Al-Uugail, 
be reported to me immediately. 


I request that any attempt (s) by my ex-husband or his agents 
to secure payment or reimbursemjent for travel costs to Saudi 
Arabia for my minor child, Machael Heidi Al-Omary, in her own 
legal name or any alias, be denied by the Saudi Embassy and/or 



875 


Consulate (s ) , including the Saud;i Hissiou in Houston, and that 
such an atcempt to procure paymedC for my daughter's travel 
outside the United States be reported to me immediately. Since 
any attenipt(s) by my ex-husband or his agents to remove my 
child outside the state of Arkansas would constitute the crime. 
o£ kidnapping, I request that yon report any such attempts to 
the U.S. authorities. My ex-husband has sworn to and signed 
the documents included with this! letter, and he understands the 
penalties for not abiding by our f divorce and child custody 
agreements. 

As the custodial parent of Machael Heidi Al-Omary, I desire that 
my minor child reside and remaini In the United States in the 
State of Arkansas under my legal: custody. 

Copies of this letter are being; forwarded to the Saudi Desk at 
the United StatesDepartment of State, the United States Passport 
Office, the FBI, my legal representative, my Congresswoman 
Blanche Lambert, the offices of ACRMM, One World; For Children, 
the Saudi Consulates in New Torkiand Houston, Interpol, and various 
other authorities. 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 
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Zouaifet 

Clay 

Z'a^ghssd 

Zfittsndsn 

jresns 

KVssissippJ 

=G;/ison 


Howard Tomploion 
Chancar/ and Probata Judgo 

P.O- £k3x 1404 
Jcnasbcio, Arkansas 724B3 


Chsi^tHrn 

Cftiighead Coamy 
Ccuftbouss 

933-i590 
P. O Sot U04 


April 10, 1995 

Mr. I’ouL Ford 
AttornGy at Law 
P. O. Box 1591 
JoDGSboro, AR 72403 

Pc: Kcchawarz v'. Al-Omory 

Craighead Chancery 
U92-C6V 


^•\r . Skip Mooney, Jr. 
Attorney at Law 
P. O . Box 3423 

Jonesboro, AR 72403 


Gentlenen : 

’With regard to the above cause, I have made tlie following 
determinations ; 

1) That the -defendant Abdulbaset Al-Onary, is in violation of 

that provision of the September 26, 1994 Decree of this court 

prohibiting tho presence of overnight guests of the opposite sex to 
be present in defendant's residence during periods of visitation. 
This finding is based upon the court's opinion that the purported 
marriage of the defendant and a lady named Jayne Smith is not a 
marriage recognized by the law of this State. Ttiat the ceremony 
performed may comply with the tenets of the law of Islam is of no 
consequence. The facts remain that this was a purported marriage 
in the State of Arkansas between a resident and a Saudi Arabian 
national; performed by one not licensed, nor authorized by tho laws 
of this State to perform marriages; nor was a marriage license 
issued by the State prior to the purported ceremony. Under these 
circumstances, the purported marriage is void. Had tho marriage 
taken place in Saudi Arabia, the contrary result could have been 
reached, but to be recognized as a valid marriage in this State, 
the laws of the State of Arkansas must be followed, I'he court does 
not however, under tJiese circumstances, find that the violation was 
wilful and thus no sentence for the violation will he impocod at 
this time. However, Mr. I'ord should advise, as 1 am confident }se 
will, his client that from this point forward, such violations 
would noceocarily be viewed as wilful and knowing violations. 

2) Tho Decree reflects the agreement of the parties 
regarding the child, and denotes those provisions nr- contractual. 
(§6) Their ngreement furtlier reflects that rv-ithoj- wilt mmove the 

*EXHIBIT #5 
*1995 Court Order 


/..u/ ! I 
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Mr. Skip Mooney, Jr. 
.Mr. Paul Ford 
April 10, 1995 

Page 2 


child from the court's jurisdiction without written consent or 
court approval, and that both will, on request, provide copies of 
their passports and notify the other of any “chanejos in (their) 
passport concerning the child*’. Plaintiff now expresses concern 
that her former husband may remove the child to Saudi ,^i-abia; and 
alleges that there is no existing agreement between the United 
States and Saudi Arabia which would require t.hat country to give 
full faith and credit to any orders of this court. Plaintiff 
requests thi.s court to iuiposs additional restrictions and 
conditions upon the defendant to assure that he does not roraove the 
child in violation of the Decree. Such request would be, in 
practical effect, a rewriting of the parties agreement, and the 
court, though authorized to modify any agreement which in its 
judgment is not in the child's best interest, finds that the only 
change in circumstances is that the defendant is closer to 
completion of a degree and will be looking for now employment in 
the u. S. The court denies the imposition of additional conditions 
upon visitation. The plaintiff testified that she had taken every 
precaution to insure that the defendant does not attempt to leave 
the United States with the child, and short of locking the 
defendant and the child in a closed, guarded room during all 
periods of visitation,- no further restrictions or conditions can be 
imposed which would be of practical effect. 

3) Defendant testified that he would, without objection, 
obtain documentation from the government or courts in Saudi Arabia 
which would recognize and enforce this court's jurisdiction with 
regard to child custody, and he will be ordered to Immediately 
commence such actions as may be necessary to accomplish that 
purpose. Further, that defendant will, through attorney 
communication, provide the plaintiff with copies of all documents 
executed by him in furtherance of this purpose. 

4) Plaintiff is awarded an attorney foe of $500.00, together 
with her cofsts. 


Mr. Mooney will prepare the preceder 


2 ur^ very truly, / 

ward Templeton ) 

V./ 


HT/op 


miiVsichsfzAt 



894 


Page 1 of 10 


From: VDELAHAIS@aol.com <VDELAHAIS@aol.COm> 
To: luvheidi@bscn.com <iuvheidi@bscn.com> 

Date: Friday, Ma.mh 31, 2000 4:17 PM 

Subject: Re; 


Hi Margaret, 

Below please find two texts from the State Dept. 

One on Marriages to Saudis (before it was reviewed at CAIR’S request) ; the 
other on general Islamic law. 

Hope it helps, 

Love, 

Violaine 

SAUDI ARABIA 
MARRIAGE TO SAUDIS 

DISCLAIMER: THE INFORMATION IN THIS CIRCUUR RELATING TO THE LEGAL 
REQUIREMENTS OF SPECIFIC FOREIGN COUNTRIES IS PROVIDED FOR GENERAL 
INFORMATION ONLY. QUESTIONS INVOLVING INTERPRETATION OF SPECIFIC 
FOREIGN LAWS 

SHOULD BE ADDRESSED TO FOREIGN COUNSEL. 

The following information has been prepared by our Embassy in Riyadh, Saudi 
Arabia to assist American citizen women in understanding more fully the 
cultural and legal differences they may face if they are considering marrying 
a Saudi man. 

Our Foreign Service posts in Saudi Arabia estimate that approximately 500 
American women reside in the Kingdom with their Saudi husbands. Our Embassy 
is acutely conscious of the dual-national marriages which fail, monitoring 
approximately 40 child custody cases and instances of extreme marital discord 
and abuse. But American women w'ho are both happily and unhappily involved in 
relationships with Saudi men admit to having been appallingly ignorant of the 
Kingdom and its culture prior to their betrothal. All the women interviewed 
strongly urged prospective wives of Saudi men to investigate the Kingdom and 
meet the Saudi in-laws before making a commitment to a culture antithetical 
to the one in which they were raised. 

Survivors of duai-national marriages provide a checklist for American women 
to consider prior to making a commitment to living in the Kingdom, The 
stories of those whose marriages have failed underline the necessity of 
looking before leaping into the cultural chasm that separates Saudi husbands 
from their American wives. 

The following advice and guidelines for women ccnsidering marriage to Saudi 
nationals were culled from interviews with women well known to our Embassy 
for their embattled relations with their Saudi spouses, from anecdotes from 
women whose husbands are well known to the Embassy because of their positions 
in government or business, as well as conversations with women happily or 
tolerably married to middle and lower class Saudis. 

*EXHIB!T #6 
*State Dept Doc 
*”Marriage to Saudis” 
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PROFILE OF AMERICAN CITIZEN SPOUSES OF SAUDI NATIONALS 
First, the American citizen spouse of a Saudi national is with a handful of 
exceptions - always female, Saudi women are prohibited from marrying 
non-Arabs except with a special dispensation from the King. (A dispensation 
is also required before a Saudi woman may marry an Arab who is not a citizen 
of the Gulf Cooperation Council - i.e., Qatar. Kuwait, Bahrain, Oman and the 
United Arab Emirates). The Embassy is only aware of four American men who are 
married to Saudis. A few daughters of Saudi diplomats, raised and educated 
abroad, are also known to have received Kingly dispensation for marriage to 
Europeans, Most Saudi women who are married to Westerners tend to reside 
abroad with their husbands, 

American spouses fall into two broad categories: Those who are married to 
well-off, westernized Saudis, and those who are married to not well-off and 
non-westernized Saudis. Both meet their husbands when they are students in 
the U.S. The former tend to maintain homes in the Kingdom and in the West, 
they socialize with other dual-national couples, they send their children 
abroad for college education (sometimes high school), travel frequently, and 
while in the Kingdom have the luxuries of drivers, servants and villas 
separate from where the Saudi in-laws reside. Their husbands permit them to 
appear before men to whom they are not related, accept - if not encourage 
their desire to find employment and generally do not require them to veil 
fully (i.e., cover the fact with one or more layers of cloth) while in 
public. The women are allowed to travel separately with the dual national 
children. The women may or may not have converted to Islam; their conversion 
may or may not be sincere. These represent the minority of dual-national 
marriages. 

Most American women fall in love with westernized Muslim traditionalists, 
leery of the West and its corrosive ways, and eager to prove their wives' 
conformity to Saudi standards. The husbands are not Arab Princes" of western 
folklore: rather, they are part of the vast majority of Saudis who "get 
along" with the help of extended family members and marginal expectations. 

Their American citizen wives are often from the South/Southwest (Where many 
Saudis prefer to study), they have virtually no knowledge of Saudi Arabia 
other than what their fiances have told them, and do not speak Arabic, When 
they arrive in the Kingdom, they take up residence in the family's home where 
family members greet them with varying degrees of enthusiasm and little 
English. Typically, their only driver will be their husband (or another male 
family member), their social circle with be the extended family, and they 
will not be permitted to work or appear uncovered among men to whom their 
husband is not related. Initially, the American citizen spouse will be almost 
entirely isolated from the large v/estern community that resides in the 
Kingdom. Gradually, the spouses who survive, form a network with other 
American citizen women married to Saudis. The majority of American citizen 
spouses fall into this category, 

THE MYTH OF THE WESTERNIZED SAUDI 

Inevitably, American citizen spouses characterize their Saudi husbands during 
their school days in the United States as being completely "westernized": 
drinking beer with the best of them, chasing after women and generally 
celebrating all the diversities and decadence ofla secular society. Women 
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married to Saudis who did not fit the stereotype of the partying, or 
playboy/prinoe, are careful to point out that their spouses nevertheless 
displayed a tolerance toward all of these diversions and, particularly, 
toward them. In other words, the Saudi-American relationship virtually always 
blossoms in the States, in a climate which allows dating, cohabitation, 
children out of wedlock, religious diversity, and a multitude of other 
Islamic sins which go unnoticed by Saudi relatives and religious leaders 
thousands of miles away, 

American citizen wives swear that the transformation in their Saudi husbands 
occurs during the transatlantic flight to the Kingdom. There is the universal 
recollection of approaching Riyadh and witnessing the donning of the black 
abayas and face veils by the fashionably dressed Saudi women. For many women, 
the Saudi airport is the first time they see their husband in Arab dress 
(i.e., the thobe and ghutra). For those American women reluctant to wear an 
abaya (the all-encompassing black cloak) and for those Saudi husbands who did 
not make an issue of the abaya prior to arriving, the Intense public scrutiny 
which starts at the airport - given to a western woman who is accompanying a 
Saudi male is usually the catalyst for the eventual covering up. Since the 
overwhelming majority of American citizen wives never travel to the Kingdom 
prior to their marriage, they are abruptly catapulted into Saudi society. 

When they arrive, their husband's traditional dress, speech, and 
responsibiiities to his family re-emerge and the American citizen wife is 
left to cope with a new country, a new language, a new family, and a new 
husband. Whether a Saudi has spent one year or eight studying in the United 
States, each must return to the fold - grudgingly or with relief - to get 
along in Saudi society and within the family hierarchy that structures most 
social and business relations. 

Social pressures on even the most liberal Saudi are daunting. Shame is 
brought upon the entire family for the acts of an American citizen wife who 
does not dress modestly (e.g., cover) in public, who is not Muslim, who 
associates with men other than her extended relatives. Silent disapprobation 
from family and friends is matched by virulent public disapproval by the 
Kingdom's religious proctors (Mutav/waiin) and vigilante enforcers of the 
faith. Several American wives, fearing the latest round of religious 
harassment, have started fully veiling; not to do so, they discovered, meant 
that public squabbles with the Mutawwaiin who vociferously oppose 
dual-national marriages. The experience of all dual-national couples is that 
voluntary and involuntary compromises are made or simply evolve. The sum of 
these compromises is quite often a life very different than the one imagined 
and speculated upon in the safety of the United States. 

WHAT TO EXPECT AND CONSIDER 

Quality of Life 

Life in a desert Kingdom which prides itself on its conservative 
interpretation and application of the Quran (Koran) requires that couples 
talk about very basis lifestyle issues. 

How cosmopolitan is the Saudi husband's family? 

All American wives encourage prospective brides to meet the Saudi family 
before arriving in the Kingdom as a married woman. (Most Saudi families will 
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travel to the U.S. during the course of their sons' studies, if only to 
attend graduation.) While It is no guarantee of acceptance, a family with 
regularly travels abroad or one in which the father has been stationed abroad 
is general more broad-minded when it comes to their son marrying a Westerner. 

It is the parents who can be the greatest source of pressure on a 
dual-national marriage and it is important to divine their opinions on what 
an American wife can and cannot do while living in the Kingdom. 

With whom will you live? 

Many newly married couples move in v/ith the groom's parents, In a sprawling 
villa vrhich may house several other siblings and their wives and families. 

Privacy is elusive and tensions with family members who for one reason or 
another resent the presence of an American wife often makes this living 
arrangement difficult. In a more affluent family, a couple may inhabit one of 
several homes which compromise a small family compound. Some Saudis live 
separately in villas or apartments. While that resolves the issue of privacy, 
many American wives find themselves completely isolated fearing the day, 
surrounded by neighbors who only speak Arabic, with no access to public or 
private transportation. 

One tolerably married American citizen wife is not permitted to step out on 
the apartment porch since the risk is too great that an unrelated male would 
be able to see her. 

The most western, but least common, housing arrangement would be an apartment 
or villa located in a western compound or on the Diplomatic Quarter. There, a 
semblance of western suburban life goes on behind high walls or, in the case 
of the Diplomatic Quarter, under the protective gaze of a multitude of Saudi 
police officers. However, most Saudi owners of western style compounds ban 
Saudi tenants since they fear western inhabitants would object. The very rare 
Saudi male who endorses this living arrangement is generally a naturalized 
Saudi, of Lebanese or Palestinian origin. For the average Saudi family, 
residence in a western compound would be an unnatural renunciation of Saudi 
culture and would make one culturally "suspect." 

With whom will you socialize? 

Saudis socialize within the family. Expatriates who have lived and worked for 
years in the Kingdom may never meet the wife of a close Saudi friend and, 
according to custom, should never so much as inquire about her health. For an 
American wife, a social live confined to her husband's family can be 
stultifying, particularly since fevr American wives speak, or learn to speak. 

Arabic. Whether the Saudi husband permits his wife to socialize with men to 
whom they are not related determines how "normal" (i.e. how western) a social 
live they will enjoy. Several American wives have difficulty even visiting 
the American Embassy for routine passport renewals since their husbands are 
opposed to their speaking to a mate Foreign Service Officer. Because of the 
segregated society, Saudi men naturally spend much of their time together, 
separate from wives and family. (Even Saudi weddings are segregated affairs, 
often held on different evenings and in different locations.) Only the most 
westernized Saudi will commit to socializing with other dual national 
couples. 

What freedom of movement will you enjoy? 

Women are prohibited from driving, riding a motorcycle, pedaling a bicycle, 
or travelling by taxi, train or plane without an escort. All American wives 
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were aware that they would not be able to drive while in the kingdom, but few 
comprehended just how restricted their movements would be. Only the 
relatively affluent Saudi family will have a driver on staff, most American 
women depend entirely upon their husbands and mate relatives for 
transportation. While most expatriate western women routinely use taxis, an 
American spouse will be expected to have an escort - either another female 
relative or children - before entering the taxi of an unrelated male. 

Will you be permitted to travel separately from your husband? 

Travel by train or plane inside the kingdom requires the permission of the 
male spouse and the presence of a male family escort. Travel outside the 
Kingdom Is even more restricted. Everyone leaving the Kingdom must have an 
exit visa. For an American spouse, this visa must be obtained by her Saudi 
husband. The Saudi spouse must accompany his wife to the airport to assure 
airport officials that he has given his permission for his wife to travel 
alone or with the children. 

One American's marriage contract specified that "she stated that she shall 
never request to travel from Saudi Arabia with any one of her children unless 
with his prior consent." 

Most American wives believe that the U.S. Embassy can issue exit visas in a 
pinch. This is not the case. The U.S. Embassy cannot obtain exit visas for 
American citizens. Passports issued by the Embassy are worthless as travel 
documents without the mandatory Saudi exit visa. White some more affluent 
American relatives offer to pay for the American wife to travel 
independently, this often meets with disapproval from the Saudi husband or 
family. 

Will you be permitted to work? 

There are two hurdles an American wife must overcome before finding work 
outside the home: The disapproval of the family and the paucity of employment 
opportunities. 

Most husbands will not approve of a wife working outside the home if it 
entails contact with unrelated men. One American wife, who was a teacher in 
the U.S. during the entire five years of her courtship with her husband, was 
shocked when her husband threatened her with divorce when she requested to 
return to the U.S. to finish up one quarter of classes in order to qualify 
for a state pension. Now that she was married, the Saudi husband could not 
tolerate her being in the presence of other men. However, even if the husband 
is willing, the jobs are few. Employment is generally restricted to the 
fields of education (teaching women only) and medicine. Unfortunately, there 
is a tremendous social bias against the nursing profession and Saudi husbands 
would not approve of a wife working with patients, except in the position of 
a physician. 

Will your husband take a second wife? 

Among the younger generation, it is rare for a Saudi to have a second wife 
but it does occur. A man is legally entitled up to four wives, with the 
proviso that he is able to financially and emotionally accord them equal 
status. One American wife discovered that her Saudi husband had married her 
best friend, also and American, white he v/as on vacation in the U.S, 

Religion 

In principle, all Saudi men must marry Muslims or converts to Islam. In 
practice, many American women blur the issue: participating in a Sharia 
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wedding ceremony but never actually converting. 

The pressure to become a Muslim, or to be come a sincere Muslim, is enormous 
and never-ending. There is no separation of church and state in Saudi Arabia, 
and at the popular level there is simply no comprehension of religious 
freedom of the desire to remain Christian or undecided One American wife, who 
is approaching her tenth wedding anniversary has been terrorized by relatives 
who insist that the King has ordered that all women who don't see the light 
after ten years must be divorced and deported. For another, the pressure 
comes mainly from her children who are mercilessly teased at school for 
having a foreign, non-Muslim mother. (Half-hearted converts to Islam find 
that their children are ridiculed for having mothers who pray awkwardly or 
not at all.) One Saudi teacher informed the children of an American citizen 
mother, who has sincerely concreted to Islam, that their mother could never 
be a Muslim since "only Arabs can be Muslim," Women who don’t convert must 
accept that their children, through hours of Islamic education a day at 
school and under the tutelage of the family, will be Muslim. Women who do 
convert must understand that their conversion, particularly in the aftermath 
of a divorce, will be suspect and their fidelity to Islam perceived to be 
less than their husband's. 

Family 

Saudi Arabia has one of the highest birthrates in the world and families with 
five or more children are the norm. The family is the basic unit of Saudi 
life and family members have must closer relations than in the United States. 
Every family member feels free to give an opinion on any facet of another 
family member's life. Siblings - particularly an older brother - are expected 
to financially aid each other and males must band together to guard the honor 
of their female relations. Children are not expected or encouraged to leave 
the nest; rather, extended adolescence can occur well into a man's early 
thirties. 

What are the differences in child raising? 

To a much greater degree than in the West, Saudi children are indulged. 

Little girls are dressed in miniature prom dresses, little boys wear the 
latest in western sport togs. Both wreak havoc. American wives must suffer 
silently when the children of various relations run riot through the house. 

One wife related the story of a brother-in-law's child who carefully doled 
out chocolate pudding on the brand nev/ furniture. When she scolded the child, 
she was in turn scolded for making a fuss about something that could be 
cleaned. 

On the other hand, the Saudi family is replete with baby sitters and children 
always have young and old playmates, with whom to mix. Because foreign labor 
is so cheap in Saudi Arabia, even lower middle class families will have an 
Indonesian or Fiiipina housemaid to help with the chores. Among the very- 
affluent Saudi families and particularly within the royal family, each child 
will generate its own servant. 

Many American mothers are frustrated by the dearth of things to do with their 
children. Absent a driver, mothers are cooped up at home with the children 
and. even with a driver, there are few venues to visit. 

What will it be like to raise a daughter? 

Cultural differences are never greater than when it comes to the role of 
women and raising a daughter is a challenge in any Saudi-American marriage. 
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Growing up in the Kingdom, a young girl will naturally look forward to the 
day when she comes of age and can wear the abaya and cover her hair. She will 
naturally be very devout. She may be expected to marry a first cousin. While 
playing a central role in the family, a girl is nevertheless a statutory 
second class citizen who needs to be protected and whose word is worth only 
half of a man's. 

For a Saudi girl, this is the natural state of affairs; for an American 
mother of a Saudi girl, it can be unsettling. Not surprisingly, most of our 
child custody cases in which a child has been kidnapped from the United 
States involve a Saudi father "saving" his daughter from a sinful" society 
and her "decadent" mother. 

Since Saudi women are prohibited from marrying western men, an American 
mother must expect her daughter to integrate more tightly into Saudi society. 

This is not necessarily the case with sons who might be encouraged to study 
in the U.S. (Saudi girts are permitted to study in the U.S. only if they are 
chaperoned by a family member), who could freely travel to the West, whose 
business might facilitate travel between the two countries, and who might 
elect to marry an American woman. Several very liberal Saudi fathers and the 
American wives have been embarrassed by their more conseivative daughters' 
decisions not to attend school in the United States in deference to the 
disapproval of their culture. 

IF THE MARRIAGE FAILS 

in the worst scenario, an American wife can find;herself summarily divorced, 
deported, and deprived of any Light of visitation with her dual national 
children. Sharia law decidedly favors men in the dissolution of marriage. And 
the laws of Saudi Arabia require that all individuals be sponsored by a Saudi 
citizen in order to receive a visa, resident or otherwise. Therefore, once a 
marriage breaks up. the ex-wife must leave the Kingdom and may only return 
with the explicit permission and sponsorship of her ex-husband. (In cases 
where the Saudi husband attempts to prevent his spouse from leaving, the 
Embassy can call upon Saudi authorities to facilitate the American wife's 
departure. The Embassy cannot force a Saudi husband to relinquish the 
children.) 

In one instance, an American who had undergone a bitter divorce and child 
custody battle with her Saudi husband, applied for and receive a visa to work 
with a company located in the Kingdom. Once the Saudi husband and the Saudi 
authorities discovered her presence, she was thrown into jail and ultimately 
forced to leave her position and the country. 

What custody rights to women have under Sharia law? 

Theoretically, a mother should maintain custody the children until the ages 
of 7 - 9 , when their primary care would be transferred to their father. 

However, the ultimate objective of a Sharia court in the settlement of 
custody issues is that the child be raised a good Muslim. Whether a convert 
or not to Islam, an American woman will not overcome the prejudice against 
her upbringing and society. The Embassy has no knowledge of an American or 
any western woman ever winning custody of dual national children in a Sharia 
court. 

Can an American mother flee the Kingdom with her dual national children? 

It is impossible to legally leave the Kingdom with out the express permission 
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of the Saudi husband. A woman who wishes to leave her husband but is pregnant 
at the time, can be required to wait until after the birth of the child. The 
same would hold true if the Saudi husband passed away - custody of the 
children and any unborn child would remain with the closest living Saudi male 
relative. 

Can an American woman be denied visitation rights with her children? 

A Saudi husband must giver explicit permission for a divorced wife to visit 
her children in the Kingdom. The Embassy has worked with the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs to create the "no-objection " visa. The ex-husband must be 
willing to sign a statement that he has no objection to his ex-wife visiting 
the Kingdom. In that statement, the ex-husband establishes how long he is 
willing to let his ex-wife remain in the country. The history of no-objection 
visas is mixed. 

A husband often objects to the emotional disruption of a visit from the 
American wife. Often the husband's second wife becomes Jealous, and the 
American mother finds that her visits are restricted in time and carried out 
in full view of the extended Saudi family. 

Only one American wife has successfully made no-objection visits over the 
course of the last five years. She has been successful because she speaks 
Arabic (Dual national children quickly lose their English skills once their 
mother departs the Kingdom), has managed to maintain steady relations with 
her ex-husband, and reconciled herself to the fact that her child would spend 
at least his first 18 years in the Kingdom. If the custody dispute has 
involved kidnapping by one or both parents, then by the time the children 
reach the Kingdom the father has no interest in facilitating relations with 
the American citizen mother. In these cases, all communication can be closed 
off and Saudi authorities will not intercede in family disputes. Consular 
Officers are rarely permitted to pay ''Welfare and Whereabouts” visits. 

COMMENT 

Because the customs and laws of the Kingdom are so at variance v/ith the 
expectations and emotional imperatives of an American citizen wife in the 
event of a divorce, an AMERICAN considering marriage to a Saudi must always 
contemplate the worst case scenario. American wives are bitterly disappointed 
and angry when they discover the limits of the Department's and Embassy's 
ability to intervene or resolve family disputes. The Department can provide 
no guidance on which marriages will succeed. But knowledge of Saudi Arabia 
and its particular interpretation of Islam should be an American woman’s 
first step in determining whether the compromises required are worth the 
proposed relationship. 

********»*»•***'»****************•************************'***********»***•** 

INTERNATIONAL PARENTAL CHILD ABDUCTION 

ISLAMIC FAMILY LAW 

DISCLAIMER; THE INFORMATION IN THIS CIRCULAR RELATING TO THE LEGAL 
REQUIREMENTS OF SPECIFIC FOREIGN COUNTRIES IS PROVIDED FOR GENERAL 
INFORMATION ONLY. QUESTIONS INVOLVING INTERPRETATION OF SPECIFIC 
FOREIGN LAWS 

SHOULD BE ADDRESSED TO FOREIGN COUNSEL, 
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NOTE: 

The information contained in this flyer is intended as an introduction to the 
basic elements of Islamic family law. It is not intended as a legal reference. 

It is designed to make clear the basic rights and restrictions resulting from 
marriages sanctioned by Islamic law between Muslim and non-Muslim partners. 
For Americans, the most troubling of these restrictions have been: 

~ the inability of wives to leave an Islamic country without permission of 
their Muslim husbands;- the wives' inability to take their children from 
these countries without such permission; and- the fact that fathers have 
ultimate custody of children. 

MARRIAGE 

In Islam, the act of marriage occurs with the conclusion of the marriage 
contract. The marriage contract itself is completed by an offer and 
acceptance, both of which must be made on the same occasion by two qualified 
parties if a marriage has been contracted by competent persons in the 
presence of two witnesses and has been adequately publicized, it is complete 
and binding. It requires no religious or other rites and ceremonies because 
in Islamic law formalities have no value insofar as contracts are concerned. 

Such marriages are conducted only if both parties are willing, 

MIXED MARRIAGES 

With few exceptions, a Christian or Jew who marries a Muslim and resides in 
an Islamic country will be subject to provisions of Islamic family law in 
that country. In these circumstances: 

- Any children born to the wife will be considered Muslim. They will usually 
also be considered citizens of the father's country. 

- The husband's permission is always needed for the children to leave an 
Islamic country despite the fact that the children will also have, for 
example, American citizenship. Foreign immigration authorities can be 
expected to enforce these regulations. The ability of U.S. consular officers 

to aid an American woman who wishes to leave the country with her children is 
very limited, 

- The wife may be divorced by her husband at any time with little difficulty 
and without a court hearing. 

- At a certain point in age, the children will come under the custody of the 
father or his family. 

- In Islamic countries, the wife will need the permission of her husband to 
leave the country. 
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CHILDREN'S RIGHTS 

There are three types of guardianship which are fixed for a child from the 
time of its birth; 

- The first is guardianship of upbringing, which is overseen by women during 
the age of dependence. The age at which this period of dependence terminates 
varies: anywhere from 7 years for a son and 9 for a daughter to 9 and 11, 
respectively. In the case of divorced parents, it is permissible for a 

daughter to remain with her mother if the parents agree. But such an 
agreement cannot be made for a son. 

~ The second is the child's spiritual guardianship. The spiritual guardian 
may be the father or a full blooded male relative of the father. 

- The third is guardianship over the child's property which usually is 
carried out by the father. 

PERSONS CONTEMPLATING SUCH MARRIAGES SHOULD GIVE SERIOUS 
CONSIDERATION TO THE 

POTENTIAL DIFFICULTIES DESCRIBED IN THIS PAMPHLET. 
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1995 Medical Bills for Heidi Al-Onary Owed by Abdulbaset Al-Oaary 


Montfiltf totals Father* s half not paid 


dune 

*95 - $65.00 

32.50 

duly 

- 65.00 

32.50 

Aug 

- 66.00 

32.50 

Sept 

- 65.00 

32.50 

Oct 

- 65.00 

32.50 

Hov 

- 65.00 

32.50 

Dec 

- 65.00 

32.M 


SUBTOTAL 

227.50 

HEIDI 

Yearly 

•S 1995 DEDUCTIBLF 

1 tfi-tal 


$200.00 SUBTOTAL 

100.00 

NQM.ajyERED 


PHYSICIAH’S CHAflGES 


2/20 

- $10.00 

5.00 

3/22 

- 10.00 

5.00 

4/05 

- 10.00 

5.00 

4/20 

- 10.00 

5.00 

5/08 

0.00 

0.00 

5/13 

0.00 

0.00 

9/19 

- 35.00 

17.50 

10/28 

- 66.00 

33.00 

12/02 

- 10.00 

,^,0Q 


SUBTOTAL 

70.50 

DRUGS 

2/10 

- $7.00 

3.50 

3/06 

- 11.49 

5.75 

3/06 

- 15.00 

7.50 

4/04 

- 7.00 

3.50 

10/12 

- 4.06 

2.03 

11/21 

- 15.00 

7.50 


SUBTOTAL 

29.78 

1995 TOTAL 

475.56 PLUS 10 


‘EXHIBIT #7 

‘Child Support Arrears 
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1996 Medical Bills for Heidi Al-Otary Owed by Abdulbaset Al-Oiary 


MEDICAL INSURANCE PREMIUMS 


Father’s Half Not Paid 


Jan ‘ 96 

...fc. 

$65.00 

32.50 

Feb 

- 

65.00 

32.50 

Mar 

- 

65.00 

32.50 

Apr 

. 

65.00 

32.50 

May 


65.00 

32.50 

Jun 


65.00 

32.50 

July 

. 

65.00 

32.50 

Aug 

- 

65.00 

32.50 

Sept 

- 

65.00 

32.50 

Oct 

- 

65.00 

32.50 

Nov 

- 

65.00 

32.50 

Dec 

- 

65.00 

32.50 



SUBTOTAL 

390.00 

HEIDI’S 

1996 DEDUCTIBLE 


Yearly latal 


$200.00 


SUBTOTAL 

100.00 

MQii..CQy£B£D 


PHYSLCIAM: 

'S CHARGES 


1/17 


$10.00 

5.00 

1/23 

- 

255.00 

127.50 

1/23 

- 

310.00 

155.00 

2/05 

. 

34.65 

17.37 

2/08 

- 

55.00 

27.50 

2/14 

. 

34.65 

17.37 

2/16 

- 

55.00 

27.50 

2/21 


110.00 

55.00 

3/15 

- 

110.00 

55.00 

3/21 

- 

75.00 

37.50 

4/05 

- 

110.00 

55.00 

5/06 

- 

10.00 

5.00 

7/30 

- 

22.50 

-11.25 


SUBTOTAL 


DRUQS 

$ 0.00 


584.74 


0.00 


1996 TOTAL 


1074.74 PLUS 10% PER 
ANNUM 
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1887 Medical Bills for Heidi Al-e«ary Owed Sy Abdulbaset Al-Osary 


Mfiflihlit-Ifttais 
(Jan 1997 
Feb 
Mar 
Apr 
Slay 
Uun 
Jul 


65.00 

32. so 

65,00 

32.50 

65.00 

32.50 

65.00 

32.50 

m.m 

32.50 

65.00 

32.50 

65.00 

32.50 


SUBTOTAL 227.30 


tteldl’s 1997 Deductible 

SUBTOTAL 100.00 


Non-oovered PhvstclaRs ‘ 

Charges 


Dates: 


3-10-97 

10.00 

Children '8 Clinic 


4-3-97 

12.00 

Children’s Clinic 


4-9-97 

10.00 

Urgent Care 



Aaounts; 

5.00 

6.00 
5.00 

SUBTOTAL" 16.00' 


Drups 

Oates; 

3-3-97 


City Drug 

3-10-97 


City Drug 


15.00 

15.00 


Aaounts : 

7.50 

7.50 


SUBTOTAL isToo 


1997 TOTAL TO 7/25/97 


^ - ^0 . PLUS 10% PER ANNUM 
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CHILD SUPPORI 




OMARY 

As per 7 Aug 

1995 Court Order -- 

PavBents / 

0 

Irrearaaes bv Mo. 
429.44 

Sept 95 


150.00 

0 

Oct 


150.00 

0 

Nov 

-- 

150.00 

100.00 

Deo 


150.00 

100.00 


1995 TOTAL CHILD SUPPORT ARREARAGE 629.44 

PLUS 10% PER ANNUM 


1996 





Jan 


« - 

150.00 

100.00 

Feb 



150.00 

100.00 

Mar 



150.00 

100.00 

Apr 



150.00 

100.00 

May 



150.00 

100.00 

Jun 


- . 

150.00 

100.00 

Jul 



150.00 

100.00 

Aug 



150.00 

100.00 

Sept 



150.00 

100.00 

Oct 



150.00 

100.00 

Nov 



150.00 

100.00 

Dec 



150.00 

100.00 


1996 TOTAL 

CHILD SUPPORT 

ARREARAGE 

1200.00 




PLUS 

10% PER ANNUM 

1997 

(to July 25, 1997) 




Jan 



150.00 

100.00 

Feb 



150.00 

100.00 

Mar 



150.00 

100.00 

Apr 



0 

250.00 

May 



0 

250.00 

Jun 



0 

250.00 

Jul 


- - 

0 

250.00 

Aug 



0 

250.00 


1997 TOTAL 

CHILD SUPPORT ARREARAGE 

1550.00 




PLUS 

10% PER ANNUM 


TOTAL ARREARAGES = 3,379.44 (PLUS 10% PER ANNUM) 
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LEGAL FEES OWED BY ABDULBASET AL-OMARY 


8/15/95 250.00 ^ MY COSTS INCURRED 

MY^ COSTS 250.00 

4/14/95 500.00 + MY COSTS INCURRED 

MYCOSIS 500.00 

TOTAL = 1500,00 


LOAN BALANCE 2250.00 AWARDED IN DIVORCE DECREE 

PAID BY DEFENDANT 9(X).00 
STILL OWING 1350.00 


CfflLD SLEPORT FROM 9/1/97 TO 3/1/98 
250,0 X 7 MONTHS = 1750.00 

MEDICAL PREMJ:aMS FROM 8/1/97 TO 3/1/98 
.32.50 X 8 MONTHS = 260.00 

LEGAL. TRAVEL, INVESTIGATIVE COSTS INCURRED IN RECOVERING MY DAUGHTER 

12 . 000 + 
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EP IG E'- as 15:20 FR USMS iPOL 222 BIE 3BBA fO 

AL-OMAHY Machac^-^^JcJi 
F-91/S~1 999 



HER FATHER, AL-OMARY ABDULBASET AHMED MOHAMMED, BORN ON 6TH APRIL 1968, IS 
THE SUBJECT OF RED NOTICE FILE No. 1998/37138, CONTROL No. A-57S/8-1999 


PRESENT FANfiLY NAME; AL-OMARY 
FORENAMES: Machael Heidi SEX: F 

DATE -AND PLACE OF BIRTH; Uth July 1992 - Jonesboro, Arkansas, United States 
FATHER'S FAMILY NAME AND FORENAMES; AL-OMARY Abdulbaset Ahmed Mohammed 
MOTHER'S Maiden name and forename: McCLAIN Margaret 

IDENTITY CONFIRMED - NATIONALITY: UNITED STATES CITIZEN (•CONFIRMED^ 

DESCRIPTION : Height 101 cm, weight 17 kg, brown hair, brown eyes. 

TEETH : Good. ALSO KNOWN AS : AL-OMARY Heidi; Mishi; Binti. 


United States passport No. 083073196 (expired on 1 5th February 1 998). 


Saudi Arabia, Sweden. 


LANGUAGE SPOKEN : English. 

CLOTHING : Clothes size 5-7 years’ old. Last seen wearing shorts and a sleeveless top. 

CIRCUMSTANCES OF DISAPPEARANCE : UNITED STATES: On 2 1 st August 1 994, AL-OMARY , 
Abdulbaset Ahmed Mohammed and McCLAIN Margaret divorced and The sole custody of their daughter. 
AL-OMARY Machael Heidi, was awarded to the mother, with visitation rights granted to the father. On 
10th August 1997, the father collected the child for a scheduled visit. On 14th August 1 997, he rang the 
mother to tell her that he was in Saudi Arabia and that he would not return the child to the United States. 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION : Her father may have obtained identity documents indicating that the 
girl’s mother is SMITH Jane Brussel, AL-DUGAIL Wafaa, AL-GHOFAILI Farida or AL-HEDAITHY 
Farida. 

PURPOSE OF NOTICE : issuaJ at the request of the United States authorities in order to locate this person. 
If traced, please place her in the care of a child welfare organization and contact her country's nearest 
diplomatic representative. Please send any information available to INTERPOL WASHINGTON 
(Reference 1 9980303 1 54/CWQ of 7th May 1 999) and the ICPO-Interpoi Genej^^ecr^t^^.^ 

*Arrest Warrants 

File No. 1999/20218 Control No. F-91/S-1999 


confidential intended only for police .and judicial AiiTHORTTiPs 
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,£P is'^.302 15:20 FR UShlS I POL 202 GIG 3894 TO 93123743 


AL-OMARY Abdulbaset Ahmed Mohammed CONTROL No. A-57S/8^1999 

REQUESTING COUNTRY; UNITED STATES 

FILE No.; 1998/37138 

DATE OF PUBLICATION; 15th July 1999 

FUGITIVE WANTED FOR PROSECUTION 



HIS DAUGHTER, AL-OMARY MACHAEL HEIDI, BORN ON 1 ITH JULY 1992, IS THE SUBJECT 
OF YELLOW NOTICE FILE No. 1999/20218, CONTROL No. F-91/8-1999 



LI PRESENT FAMILY NAME: AL-OMARY i 

1.2 FAMILY NAME at BIRTH: AL-OM.ARY 

1.3 FORENAMES: Abdulbaset Ahmed Mohammed 1.4 SEX: M 

1.5 DATE and PLACE OF BIRTH: 6ih April 1968 - Jeddah, Saudi Arabia 

1 .6 FATHER'S FAMILY NAME AND FORENAME: JAWDAT Ahmed 

1.7 MOTHER'S FORENAME: Fatema 

1.8 IDENTITY CONFIRMED 

1.9 NATIONALITY: SAUDI ARABIAN (CONFIRMED) 

1.10 IDENTITY DOCUMENTS: Saudi Arabian passport No. A218722 or A218772, issued on 
26th Decomber 1993 in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia (expired in March 1998); driving licence 
No. 430-79-7163, issued on 8th March 1995 in Arkansas, United Slates 

1 .1 1 ALSO KNOWN AS: AL-DUGAIL, AL-GHOFALI, AL-HEDAITHY, AL-,TAWDAT, BASET, BASIT, 

OMARY, SABER | 

1.12 DESCRIPTION: Height 188 cm, weight 108 1^, black hair, brown eyes 

1 . 1 3 DISTINGUISHING MARKS AND CHARACTERISTICS: May wear glasses, moustache and beard 

1.14 OCCUPATION: Computer science; has bachelor’s and master’s degrees. He is believed to be working 
for Aramco Oil in Saudi Arabia 

1.15 languages SPOKEN: Arabic. English 

1.16 REGIONS/COUNTRIES LIKELY TO BE VISITED: Saudi Arabia, Sweden 

1.17 ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: N/A 

2. JUDICIAL INFORMATION 

2.1 SUMMARY OF FACTS OF THE CASE; UNITED STATES: On 21st August 1994, aL-OMARY 
Abdulbaset Ahmed Mohammed and McCLAiN Margaret divorced and the sole custody of their 
daughter, AL-OMARY Machael Heidi, was awarded to the mother, with visitation rights granted to the 
father. On 1 0th August 1 997, the father collected the child for a scheduled visit. On 1 4th August 1 997, 
he rang the mother to tell her that he was in Saudi Arabia and that he would not return the child to the 
United States. 


CONFIDENTIAL INTENDED ONLY FOR POLICE AND JUDICIAL AUTHORITIES 
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SEP 13 -<^002 15:21 FR USMS IPOL 202 616 3894 TO 93129743 P . 04 


2.2 ACCOMPLICES: N/A 

2.3 CHARGE; Intemationsl parsntai kidn^pia^tjnlawfeJ flight to avoid prosecution for interference with 
child custody 

2.4 LAW COVERING THE OFFENCE; Articles 1073 and 1204, Title 18 of the United States Penal Code 

2.5 MAXIMUM PENALTY POSSIBLE: 3 years’ iinpeisonment 

2 .6 TIME-LIMIT FOR PROSECUTION OR EXPIRY DATE OF ARREST WARRANT: Hons 

2.7 ARREST WARRANT : No, 97-M'-5006, issued on 20th August 1 997 by the judicial authorities irt 
Jonesboro, Arkansas, United States 

Name of signatory; Bill Penix (Judge) 

COPY OF ARREST WARRANT AVAILABLE AT THE GENERAL SECRETARIAT IN THE 
LANGUAGE USED BY THE REQUESTING COUNTRY; NO 

3. A CTION TO BE TAKEN IF TRACED 

3.1 IMNIEDIATELY INFORM INTERPOL WASHINGTON (Reference 199SG303 154/CWO of 

7th May 1 999 ) THE ICPO-3NTERPOL GENERAL SECRETARIAT THAT THE FUGITIVE 
HAS BEEN FOUND, 

3.2 FOR COUNTRIES WTHCH CONSIDER RED NOTICES TO BE VaLID’rEQUESTS FOR 
PROVISIONAL ARREST, PLEASE PROVISIONALLY ARREST THE FUGITIVE. 

EXTRADITION WILL BE REQUESTED FROM ANY COUNTRY WITH WHICH THE REQUESTING 
COUNTRY IS LINKED BY A BILATERAL EXTRADITION TREATY. AN EXTRADITION 
CONVENTION OR BY ANY OTHER CONVENTION OR TREATY CONTAINING PROVISIONS OK 
EXTRAPmON . 


TOTAL PAGS.84 
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2G '97 u:ea-Vl U5 ATTORNEYS OFF ICE ' 

Ac 91 :«»v. 5/35) Cn/nelsi/l 

UKITKD STATSS DISTRICT COURT 



- _SA5tgRK DISTHItT 0? ARKANSAS 

'JNITEO STATES O? J^BRTTA 
V. 

A3DUI.BASXT A. AL-OMARY 
(Last knovn adaresa) 

1217 w. ch^rzy St. 

Jsn«sboro, Ar. 72401 

iri fdartst cf in^«re»5e> 

[, -ht uR<3£r5:gr«S coXiplaisar.: bejaf duty swon Kite the folso^^ag is true snt} coTwet to the hes: o1 my krKwtedgs 

std fceiicf. Or. o.‘ iboa! Sil&!97 in C^ihead co unry. in the Eaitg ra 

Dtitnc: oi ArSeansgs..^ Sefendant^J) did. (t^X st«taiory Linjiarje af jfttmr* 

Unlawfully ilee the State of ArkansaiG to a'/oid prosecution for the crime o; 
Interference with Child Custody, a aiaes B felony under the laws of the 
state cf Arkansae, 

in violaiiot of Tit'e JS United Sxsxta Cods, SectjonC?) 1071 snd 1204. I f urther sure 

mat i i-n a(n; Sgeciai. Aic? of thjt FBI ang ther aii$ sempiaiac is based on me foUowing fac;s: 

Of-fiei»i Tiri* ' ! 

On a/i5/57, Afcauibasit A. Al-Omary was charged ir. Craighead County Circuit 
Court, Jonesboro, Ar., with one couftt of Interference with Child Cuetoev, s 
class D felony under Arkansas Cede Annotated Statute 5-25-302. Per decree 
of Divorce dated 9/21/94, Machal .Heidi Al-Otiary, a cirl bom 7/11/92, is 
the daughter of Abdulbasit A. Ai-Crcary and ^targaret Keshawarz, now 
It was agreed tr. this divorce decree that Margaret, the mother, was granted 
custody^ over the daughter subject co the father's right of reasonable 
Visitation. Cr. a/iO/37, Abdulbasic A. Ai-Omary picked up the daughter for 
visitation. On 8/14/57, Margaret Keahawarz McClain, r-ecaived a telephone 
call from. Al-Cmary, in which he told her he was in Saudi Arabia with their 
daughter and was not going to return to the United States with her as Icng 
as J^rgaret McClain was hassling hini over child support and visitation. On 
8/19/37, Jayne Marie Brussel Al-Cmary, oresent wife of 'Ardulbasit, advised 
me that she had received telephone dalle frorn him. on 8/14 & is/97, when, he 
told her he was ir. Saudi Arabia with his daughter and would not return her 
to the United States. Attempts to locate Al-Omary at his home and at other 
iccicai places in the area by law anforceraienc agencies have been, 
unsuccessful. Based on, this, there ds probable cause to believe that 
Abdulbasic A. Al-Omary removed and is retaining a child outside of the 
united States with the intent to obstruct the lawful exercise of parental 
rights by Margaret McClain, the mother, in violation of Title 18, USC, 
Sections 107.3 and 1204 . 

Coptiou««! cti {Jw «?Kh«5 sheet aad w*de a pan hsrsef: 


Roy D. Christopher 
Special Agent, FSI 

SworT! (0 b«fcr« x« btA jabscriljs^ in pfw<n». 


Siiaaorft of Compiuraal v 


CRIMIKAL a>BPIAIST 
CASE .VL-MBER: SO 


- Xo . /‘f ‘77 


Nazic Sc. Titia of Judicu! 0/Sfer 


Ciry infl ScKc 

/y 

y^ -r- 

Sipurure of ladiclal Officer 


^pt. ot State. RPS/ITS, Nnar§{iret 7 
M Release ( ) gxdsc ( ) t>cev ( } 


Cri'tctfl, O’" 
Oecias5ih' 
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UNITED STATES 0? AMERICA 
A3DULBASIT' A. AL-CMASY 

To; Thi Usit«i St*!« iVIarshai 

and ajv Authodzed Cniied States OfTcer • 


waSRAJO’ FOR ARRSST 

CASS NXY-SSRt ^ ■' Sod^ 


YOU AR3 K3RS3Y C0M^tA^3DSD lo an^ A3gUL3ASIT A- AL-0MA5Y 

in.d bring h^n Of hef 'fonhwth to the ncares magistrate ts scs'vcr *(n) 

ladictmsnt lafomtafion X Comp'aiat OjiScr' of court Vioiitior. N'oticr Probation Violatioa Petitiors 

chirjiag ai.-a or her with (6ri*r a»scr!j6s;cn ai sff***.? 

Unlawful Flight to Avoid Proaecution for che crima of Interference with 
Child Custody, a Class d felony under che lavs of the state of ArJonsas, 
Arkansas Code Annotaced 5-26-S02. 

Unlawfully removed and is retaining a child {who has been in the United 
States] outside the United States v?lch intent to ohscruct the lawful 
exercise of parental rights. 


ia vicJation of Tine U .. 


i’cjied StateJ Code, Sec{ior:< 5 ) 
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^-0 '97 l!:2-3m U3 ATTORT^'^S OmCE 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF CRAIGHEAD COUKTY 
WESTERN DISUUCT 
CRCvflNAI. DIVISION 

STATE OF ARKANSAS 


NO.CR 


.AL OM.ARY, .ABDUtBASrr A 
305 SCOTT 
JONESBORO, ,AR 
EOB: 4/6/68 
SSN; 430-79-7163 
MIDDLE EASTERN MALE 

cm: 97-03488 
ATN: 


INFORMATION 




r 


m 


.-jxsas^. 




Comes ti^ Prosecuting Attorney fer'Craighead County, ArJcarisas, and in the tiame 
and by the authority of the State of Arkansas, charges AL OMARY, ABDULBASU A 
the crime of INTERFERENCE WITH CHILD CUSTODYas follows: 

Count :i : INTEKFERENCE WITH CHIU> CUSTODY - ARK. CODE .ANNT 5-26-502 - 
Tie said dsfenchtnt m the Western Distria of Craighead County, Arkansas, on or about 
8/14/97, did knowingiy take, entice, or keep a minor child Sx>ni any person entitled by a 
coun decree or order to the right of custody, knowing that he or she had no lawful right 
to do 50, thereby comxrirtii^ the ofifecse of IKTERf ERENCE WITH CHILD 
CUSTODY, said offense being a CLASS D FELONY, against the peace and dignity of 
the State of Arkansas. 


Ttere appearing reasonable grounds for beiievbg the alleged offense was 
committed by defendant, a wairant is therefore prayed for his arrest to be issued by the 
court. 


BRHNTDAVTS. PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 


Mike Walden. Deputy 
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X herabj- ti 
probable caaa® i 
indlvicual , 


;ar 


■tha.'t. -fcixls p«ti.lsXoii dasansiliraiies reasonable and 
bbe £i_Lliig o£ ; chafes agaJjisi: the above a a mad 
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OFFENSE REPORT 
JONESBORO POLICE DEPARTMENT 




'■ ' r^cfe isiX 

WHT F 

, <I5U4U.C4S.S 

1-. N\i: - 


J CjAyrajiWiiU’ 

JONESBORO, AR 72405 

rsio) 972-S031 



‘ Qojtn (X Aesd 

IHT W/ CfflLD CUSTODY 


' ’ 


i Jrpt ci Su UJc-s 




RKfDBfBAL 




{ ittjM.fad Ta 


M lFv^^KTiT 


SGT ROPER - CID 




) Inr.scf S'.ws 

! htpv .SlTpoiTo! 

, , . /<:”,• 


S.'I4/9? AT 23:00 

PCRSON 

>-' >» O S’ Wfcoipis.r.!, Koi.v, . 

Of ■-•’Dtfcraartu 


1 JflU Co,-jv?l=a-.w»Ufow,.c. 




YES 




■L’jl-.c ?srw:»-,. iKame 


! f T Ha-' ’ j Sji---. 


\L OMv^J^y. KE105 M/vCK.Aa. 

^'HT r 

3 : 3$ BRO BRO VIJ92 

5 






ON ca/'2/S7 AT i i OCTM, CON .AND MAROARCT MCCLAIK CONTACTfiD .SOT’S' SOPER AND CHAM3E.RS CONCERN’i.NC 
THE POSSIBLE ABD’UCTJO.N OF HER DAOGHTER, HSDl MARGARET .MCCLAIN' STATED SI A i ED E.ARUER 

i.\ THE EVENING .ST'.E WAS CONTACTED liY HER BXHUSBANC, ABDULBASET AL-OMARV. AL-OMARY , OLD H® _ 

HE WAS iiV SAUDI AJTABIA WITH TriEIR CAUCHTE! ANDY/AS NOT COMING BACK. .M,'iRGA.RfcT SiAlLD Sri.-. 
SFOSH wnn HEW! WHO S.AID THEY WERE ..AT .A COUSIN'S HOUSE IN F.AIRFAX. VA. MARGARET S'l'-ATED .S.HE 
COULD TEi.L OVER THE PHONE THAT HER EXHUSBAND WAS .NOT CALLING PROM OVERSEAS AND BES.SVED IFiES 
■■VERE CALLING FROM VTiUGI.NA. 


IvIaROARET stated SH.E had custody of HEIDI ANT>TH.AT,i-Ea EXHUSB.AND HAD VISITATION. MARGARET 
ADVISED SHE AND AL-OM/VRY H/\D RE,ACHrED AN AGREEMENT iSVVHICH HEDI WOUID STAY A WEEK .AT .A TIM c 
AT E.ACH RESIDENCE. M.ARGARET ADIVSKD Tins WAS At-OMARY -WEEK TO KEEP THE HtIDI AND SHE HAD SEE.N 
! AST SEEN HER OK TUESDAY mnZ'il. 

O.N OS/14/97 AT APPROXIMATELY 1 ! .-SOPM, SGT CH-ANfflES DIRECfED OFHCSRS TO AL-M.ARY'S EESIDENpE. 
OFFICERS SPOKE WITH lANET aL-OMaRY, THE WIFE OF ADULBASET AL-OMARY. AND li'ARKED HEIDI AND 
AL-OMARY were NOTTHHIR. AL-MARV’S vehicle. CLOTHING AND LUGGAGE WERE PRESENT. 


ON OS/1.3, ■'97 .AT 4:30PM, SGTS ROPER AND CHAMBERS 'WENT TO .AL-OMARrS RESIDNENCE AND SPOK’S , I ’ ■ ’ 
WITH JANET AL-OM,.VRY. JANET .STATED SHE LAST SAW HER HUSBAND ON THE MORNING OP 09/1.3797. AL-OMARY 

TOLD Janet hs was taking heidi to Memphis for raE day and has not seen him since, jaset advised 

SHE WAS CONTACTED BY HER HUSBAND OVER THE PHONE ON 03/14/97 .AND HE TOLD HE HE WAS IN SAUDI 
rAR-ABlA. JANET ST.VTED .SINCE SHE HAD NOT KE.ARD FEOM mM SHE BFLBVSS HE IS SAUDI ARABI AND WAS 
NOT COMING BACK- 

ON OS/15/97. .MARGARET AND DON MCCAIN LEFT DRIVING TO 3 100 SOUTHERIAND HILL COURT FARPAX, 

VA 22001, THIS IS THE ADDRESS HEDI TOLD HER MOTHER SHE WAS AT, 

OK 08/15/97 HHDI AL-OMARY WAS ENTERED NCIC AS A MISSING JUVEINLE. 

SGT SCOTT ROPER 


5..; 

8/15/97 





H«P»Plult Ulf>CT!T 



) IJupMulon 


SGTROPER-CID 


SGT -:aD 

ACTIVE 



-1 .'P^ r 
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hi t.ni.3 1.3 niG oS 


what tp. you are too duttna koph to listen. 

be happy now. we cant coma back because of what you had dene, 
whatever, tell jr.e please about the shots or measles that Hicdi 
h cid / 

because we have to give her the roquired shots according to the 
.: GW 

of libia. 

Please do not be dumb again? 

this is an international privet mail that you can't track it. 

remember this is the only way you can communicate with H. If you 
want 

to blowc it as you did before then try it? it is the last chance. 
-ilA :) 

Get Your Private, Free Email at http: //wv/w.hOLmaii . com 


EXHIBIT #9 
'Emails from Fugitive 
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hi MARAGARET, 

KIDEI IS OK VTRY 
MAFT3AH IS BLACK AND 
T'K A BIG GIRL NOW, 
CJ'.KE OUT. 


T.^7\ppY HER KIDPIF.S/ AIJD SHE S^TD THAT: 

WHITE, KOSSAH IS GRAY ACID WHITE. 

I HAV A NEW TOOTH GRCING AFTER THE OLD ONE 


HIDSI HAS .ALL KI.ND OF TOYS THAT S.H£ EVER THIMKED A30UT . 
SHE: HAS BEEN TRE/iTED ,AS ,A QUEEN WHERE ETASR THAT SHE GOES. 


^ 'T A 

NKS 

; QQU 

SHE IS VERY 

VERY 

PUN 

I S h 

[KENT 




UiJD 

NON OF 

YOU 

AND 

YOUR 

hKD 






pr i^> 

TIN 

■G HER 

THROUGH . 



■\r-T'. 

IN 

DO NOT 

■ MISS UP, 

BEL 

JVE I' 

TF~ 

NG 





IN 

THI 

:s CASE 

HOW? T} 

iJC J 

S MY . 

DO 

NO’I 

’ FORGET WHAT I 

PROKESED ■ 


v'ERY 


YOU MISS UP AGAIN! 


•A 


Get 
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VS OFFICE Electronic Mail Monday 05/11/98 16:31 Page:' 1 

To : 

Subject: AL-Omary Abduction Case ,, ^ 


Distribution : 

None, this item is In Progress 


To; Ordonez, Miguel A From: Tunis, Jeffrey S 

Subject: AL-Omary Abduction Case Date Sent: 05/11/98 

al omary is not a dhahran case. the last thing we heard about it was an email f 
on 12/14/97 from you mentioning it anc (a dhahran case) . we replied 

12/20/97 aboi we know/have nothing about al omary. regards, jeff 

Original Memo 

To: Tunis, Jeffrey S From: Ordonez, Miguel A 

Subject; AL-Omary Abduction Case Date Sent; 05/10/98 

Jeff, Steve Sena is getting requests from the Governor of Arkansas regarding 
;he Al-Omary case. We have not located' him yet. Have you developed any leads 
In Dhahran? I called and left a message but you can E-Mail me. Dick wants me 
lo respond to Sena tomorrow. 

Reply 

Thanks. Nothing from Jeddah either. The. interesting thing is that Manama 
ceported that an Abdulbasit Ahmed Al-Omary .PPTB351121 entered and exited 
Bahrain on March 22, so he may have passed through the neighborhood. Where he 
Is and how to locate him without totally spooking him remain the big 
questions. Thanks for your reply. 


•EXHIBIT #10 
•State Dept Memo 
•May 1998 


Dept, of Statu, RPS/ IPS. Matgatut P. Crafelii, Our 
5<J,Muasu( ) Excise ( )Deoy( ) 

Daiui /iP 'r ' ,_i.S-xen'.ntioii . 
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Embassy of the United States of America 

Riyadh, Saudi Arabia 
May?, 1999 


The Honorable Tim Hutcfaiusou 
United States Senate 
Room 2527 Federal Building 
Little Rock, AR 72201 


Rear Senator Hutchinson: 

I am writing in response to year letter dated March 20, 1999, concerning the 
interest of your constituent Margaret McClain in obtaining custody of her d^ghter, 
Machael Hei^i Al-Oraary. I will also write yon separately about the case of 


First of a!S, I want you to know that I place a high priority oa monitoring ali child 
custody disputes in the Kiagdora of Saudi Arabia- During my tenure as ambassador 
in Riyadh, w highest levels of the Saudi ^ 

dlbVeriitimnt^ including King Fahad and Crown Prince AbduUah. ^ 

AU who deal with parental child abduction cases must agree that they are great 
tragedies. When there is a disagreement in an international and intercultural 
marriage on where or how to raise children, or when one parent takes a child from 
one country and culture to another, the difficulties are compounded for everyone 
involved. The Department of State considers the welfare and protection of U.S. 
citizen children taken overseas to be a very important and serious matter, and the 
American mission in Saudi Arabia expends a great deal of time and effort in 
monitoring these cases and attempting to resolve them- 

Unfortunately, as I explained in a letter to Ms. Margaret McClain earlier this year, 
our efforts have fallen short in determining her daughter’s whereabouts. Because of 
this we have been unable to undertake a welfare and whereabouts visit to check on 
Heidi’s health and well being. Ve Same been 

^r.ough searches of current tel^honelisfe and have notrecer^eoanyrSponse from 
aqpRniiafic niissions in Saudi Aijabia we had <jonfacted in an attempt to 
Ifaa dirt if Heidi’s father has applied for a visa. I can assure you, though, that our 
efforts have not stopped and we wiil continue to try' to find Mr. Al-Omary as a 
raeaus of locating Heidi. 

Ms. McClain’s proposal for a group visitation of American parents whose children 
have been abducted to Saudi Arabia is an interesting one. However, it is fraught 
with difficulties, not the least of which is that Saudi law requires documentation of 
the permission of the children’s parents living here as a condition for obtaining the 
necessary visas to enter Saudi Arabia. In other words, the two parents of an 
abducted child must work together to make a visit happen. 

‘EXHIBIT #11 
‘Wyche Fowler Letter 
‘May 1999 
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We have taken the necessary steps to ensure that Mr. Al-Omary’s name is in the 
visa lookout system. We will also transmit the names of his immediate family and 
any other person involved in Heidi’s kidnapping, as information becomes available 
to us. Furthermore, we svill continue to raise the issue of child custody with the 
Saudi Government and will not abandon our efforts to locate Heidi. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if I can be of further assistance. 
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I GastaidO;. 
From: 
Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


t ItliK 1 F 

Sena, Stephen D i 

Tuesday, May 04, 1999 4.31 PM s 
Gastaldo. Andrea F; Kepchar. Alton J ’ 
RE; Machael Heidi Ai-Omary i 


Allen and Andrea - Thank you both for your replies. Since you 
Ambassador will be replying, I will just reply td my letters with a 
embassy will be replying to the letters directiyj It would be fine 


received the same letters and the 
short note saying that a the 
if you would fax me a copy of 


each letter. 


Thanks for your help, regards, Steve. 
[Sena, Stephen D] 

—Original Message 

From: Gastaldo, Andrea F 

Sent; Monday, May 03, 1999 10:12 AM 

To: Sena, Stephen D 

Subject: RE; Machaei Heidi Al-Omary 


Dear Steve, i 

Post received the same exact congressionals from Sen. Hutchinson and is in the process 
of responding now. They are addressed to the Ambassador so both responses will come 
from him. We have done up a couple of drafts and are waiting on the DCM to clear the latest 
which we gave him today (Monday). Thedelephone number that Mrs. McClain gave us last 
time worked once and once only. As sooh as Mr, Al-Omary realized that the Embassy was 
on the other end of the telephone, he hung up and had his phone disconnected. He is 
not/not listed in the telephone directory ofi Riyadh under his name or any of the aliases listed 
on the child abduction flyer. We checkediagain less than two weeks ago. 

As soon as the congressionals clear vve can fax you a copy. O.K.? 


’'**Andrea**** j 

— Original Message — | 

From: Sena, Stephen D 

Sent: Friday, April 30, 1999 4:50 PM 

To: Gastaldo, Andrea F; Werhhoener-cuite. Jason; Ogle, Karen L 

Cc: Kepchar, Allen J; Sena. Stephen D; Desjardins, Marc L 

Subject: Machael Heidi Al-Omary | 

Good moring all, hope that each of you had an enjoyable weekend. 

1 have received two letters from Sen. Tim Hutchinson of Arkansas, one or *,5 

land the second on MachaefI Al-Omary. They are virtually the same letters with i 

an additional paragraph in the Al-Omary letter. Both tetters ask the Dept, to have post 
conduct w/w visits on the children. Injthe ^ ^case, my reply will state we have r (■ 

done that over the years, the last on^ warin December and post is in the process of 
setting up another meeting as we spOak (write?). In reply to the Al-Omary letter, if I am 
not mistaken, the last information I have in the files Is that we have not been able to 
locate Heidi. Margaret McClain, Heidi's mother, alleges that she was able to have 
someone locate her in Saudi Arabia By going through directory assistance and that she 
provided the location information about Heidi to the embassy. Do any of you have any 
information about that assertion? Doiwe know where she is? If so, has post tried to 
schedule a w/w visit with Heidi? I 

*EXHIBIT #12 
‘State Dept Memo 
‘May 1 999 


Dept of State, RPS/IPS, Margaret P. Grateld, Oir 
"^RdeaseC ) Excise ( ) Deny ( ) I^ctasiff 
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in his letter. Sen. Hutchinson wrote th#t Ms. McClain "also prosposed a group visitation to 
Saudi Arabia of American parents whqse children have been abducted and taken to 
Saudi Arabia. Any assistance you codld offer in facilitating such a visit would be much 
appreciated.” I would welcome posts tomments on that suggestion, the practicality of 
this and the probability of it being feasible. 

i would appreciate receiving your comments early next week so I may reply to these 
letters in a timely manner. 

As always, thank you for your continuing support on these difficult and ongoing child 
abduction cases. 

Regards, Steve. 
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From: 

To: 

Date: 

Subject: (no subject) 


, 19991 


Margaret McClain, 

I received an e-mail from you in June, 1999* 



) vnirr Ry-tiMShanril^^^^^^» is an Aramco jampro vee. He 
lives in Dammam, Saudi Arabia and mom^^^^ems analyst. ^ 


Your daughter is also in Saudi Arabia.^ MBMB WBBWI^WBBBB 
she was registered for her healthc are, Al Mana Hospital in 

Dammarn.^imUlMItMBHHHHMI^nehad no significant medical 
records. I must assume she is doing ok. 


I contacted^ 


I a personal friend 
f fake down the information concerning 


your husband. He is listed as Abdulbaset Ahmed Al Omary, birthdate 9/23/68, 
Aramco employee #258-244. 


is really wanted by the FBI, they should know howto get him. 


If he 


1 


Good luck 


'EXHIBIT #13 
'Anonymous Email 
'1999 
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Gastaldo, AndreaiH .. 

From: Sena, Stephen D 

Sent: Tuesday, May 04, 1999 6;47 PM . 

To: Wemhoener-cuite, Jason; Gastaldb. Andrea F 

Cc: Kepchar, Allen J 

Subject: FW: Congressional Letters 

Jason and Andrea - While going through my e-mails I came across t his e xchanne^nf messages 
with VO that pertains to the congressional letters from Hutchinson r4 J^nd Ai-Omary. 

When replying to the paragraph about HR 432$, you may want to consider using the language 
suggested by VO. 

My letter to the senator said that a reply under the ambassador's signature would be forthcoming 
shortly from the embassy. I did not reply to any of the comments in either letter. 

Regards, Steve. 

— Original Message 

From: Aiston, Kevin C 

Sent: Friday, April 30, 1999 10:40 AM 

To: Sena, Stephen D; Odom. H Edward 

Cc: Schuler, James L: Marshall, Mary B; Fischel, Stephen; Gorsky, Jeffrey H: Previti. Barbara J 

Subject: RE: Congressionai Letters 

Ed - Thanks much. 


From: 

Sent; 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject 

Steve-1 think you could say something simpfle such as "The Office of Children’s Issues and 
the Visa-Office will review the case to detertnine whether the provisions of the new law 
concerning denial of visas and entry to famfiy members who assist child abductors apply." 

Or if you are certain the new law will apply 'The Office of Children's Issues has asked the 
Visa Office to enter the names of XXX, XXX andXXX into the visa lookout system and to take 
any other appropriate action under the new law regarding family members who assist child 
abductors," Ed 

— Original Message — 

From: Sena, Stephen D 

Sent; Thursday, April 29, 1999 3:57 PM 

To: Odom, H Edward 

Cc: Schuler, James L; Marshall, Mary B; Fischel, Stephen 

Subject: Congressional Letters 

Hello Ed - 1 have two Cogressional letters I need to reply to for the signature of H. 
They are both from the Sen Tim Hutchinson and deal with two of my Saudi Arabia 
child abduction cases. The only difference in the two letters are the names of the 
children and the left behind parents. 

•EXHIBIT #14 
•State Dept Memo 
•May 1999 


Ocpt of Statt, RPS/IPS, Margaret P. Grafel(i,Oir- 


Odom, H Edward 

Friday, April 30. 1999 10;04 AM 

Sena, Stephen 0 

Schuler, James L; Marshall, Mary B; Fischel. Stephen; Aiston. Kevin C; Gorsky, Jeffrey H; 

Previti. Barbara J 
RE; Congressional Letters 
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i would appreciate some language from your office to address the following 
paragraph in Hutchinson's letter; 

"As you may know, in last year's Omnibus Appropriations bill (H.R. 4328), congress 
amended the INA to deny entry to the US to any aiien who is assisting an 
international child abductor or is an immediate f^ily member of the abductor. I a.ck- 
your assistance in applying this restiiction in thd 
abduction case." ; ' 

Thanks for your help, regards. Steve. 
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Page : 2 
Channel: n/a 

ENTERED THE COUNTRY AND IS LIVING THERE. AT THIS 
TIME, MS. MCCLAIN HAS NOT ASKED FOR A M/W VISIT IF IN 

PACT REIDI IS IN BAHRAIN. (PYI - THE DEPT HAS HEARD 
FROM ANOTHER SOURCE THAT MS. MCCLAIN -MAY BE IN THE 
PROCESS OF ORGANIZING A RESCUE ATTEMPT OF HEIDI. END 
FYI) . DEPTOFF ADVISED MS. MCCLAIN THAT THERE HAVE 
BEEN OTHER CASES SIMILAR TO HERS WHERE THE CHILDREN 
HAVE BEEN A3LE TO DEPART BAHRAIN FOR j THE U.S. 

4. DEPT APPRECIATES POST 5 ASSIST.ANCE. ^ 

ALBRIGHT ! 

UNCLASSIFIED 

« END OF DOCUMENT >> 
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Kepchar, AHen J 


/f CS - /lY 


From; Sena. Stephen D 

Sent: Friday, April 09. 1999 11;11 PM 

To: Kepchar, Allen J; Gastaldo, Andrea F; Wemhoener-cuite. Jason; Ogie, Karen L; Desjardins. 

Marc L 

Subject: FW; From Margaret McClain 


Importance; High 


Greeting all - / am forwarding you copies of some e-mails that w® received today. The comments were made by Margaret 
McLain Whci5e"'child Machae! Al-Omary was abducted to Saudi a couple of years ago. There was an article in a magazine 
called Insight Magazine on March 8th that really blasted the Dept AS Mary Ryan sent a letter to the editor trying to 
convey our side of events ana Ms. McLain took issue with her letter. These comments by Ms McLain are being sent via 
The internet on the PARENT netwo'-k. 

Your comments are welcome. 

Regards, Steve. 


— Original Messgflfi= — ' a. 

From: f 

•Sent: rnaay, Apnl 09. 1999 1-18 PM ■' i 

To; nicgahueyab©sTate.gciv 

Cc: senasd@s(ate.gQv : 

Subject: Fwd; From Margaret McClain 

Ann and Steve: 

Weil, this is some more of what is being distrtouted through Ihe "HO miifcon 
strong" PARENT email list..., 

sorry you have to see this.. . . but thought you ought to know. 

Hey, 1 think you guys are great and 1 honestly owe State my life.-..and 
v/ithout you guys, I would have never had the relationship I have today with 
my kids. 


I HAVE OPENED THE LETTER FOR THOSE OF YOU WHO CANNOT... 



Mary K, Ryan 

Office of Overseas Citizens’ Services 
Bureau of Consular Affairs 
US Department of State 
Room 4811 

Washington DC 20520-4818 
Dear Sirs and Mesdames! 


•OepLof State, RPS/IPS, ivlargarei P. CraKld, Dl:. 

Release ( ) Excise ( ) Deny ( ) Density 
Dafe - Rvemndnis 


I was very appreciative of insight Magazine’s fair and balanced 
leportmg of what goes on international child Auction cases, estpeda'ly vis *pyuidit iiic 
a vis the ro;e of the State Department's Office ofChildren’s Issued. CAniDi I ffio 

I take serious issue with your attack on insight Magazine's article. As "State Dept Memo 
the parent of a stolen child, I have never asked the Stale Department for 

April 1999 



934 


anything other than the return of my child, lhave not asked you for financial 
assistance, nor do ! expect that my government would spend my tax dollars on 
such a worthy cause as the repatriation of American children. I have nnl 
asked for financial assistance or free legal advice. In fact, after the first 
few months of frustralion with your response to my daughter Heidi's plight, I 
have purposely distanced myself from your agency because it is 'well known in 
the circles of my colleagues that the State Department purposelysabotages any 
attempts of Americar parents to locate their children. The US Ernbassy in 
Riyadhturns away mothers and children who need assistance, but it bencs over 
backwards to assist Saudi businessmen who wart to invest in thg US, issues US 
visa to known accomplices to child abductors and the abductors themselves, or 
welcomes with open arms any Americans who come to the gates of the Embassy 
bearing gossip. 

I have distanced myseif from you, and in fact, have joined the 
ever-growing number of v ctimparents and their legislators who are sick of 
(he wasteful and incompetent practices of your oface.Thus, I declare that I 
am calling for the dismantling of the Office of Children's Issues. In 
addition,! have been working tirelessly to have your associate, VVyche Fowler, 
recalled from his Ambassadorship in Riyadh. Your overseas office a! the 
Riyadh Embassy is a comedy of errors fffriere ever was one. Wyche Fowler wrote 
to me stating that his people had not been able to locatemy child or her 
kidnapper in almost two years-in spite of the fact that I told him and his 
oficewhere the kidnapper worked, the town he worked in. the phone number 
which my other daughterobtained from directory assistance, etc I turned over 
emails that my ex-husband had sent to me, and the entire Federal government 
with its so-called compute' experts were not able to trace theseemails (or 
did not want to). It took a young man of my son’s acquaintance less than 3 
minutes totrece Uie messages to their exact location. 'Your entire office is a 
fiasco, and I strenuously object tohaving my tax dollars support t any 
further. 

Due to the uritiring work of my Congressmen and Senators, and the 
legislators of other states.your office is now under investigation by the 
GAO. Restrictions have been placed on you brought about by the passage of new 
Internadonal Child Abduction legislation, as well as Freedom From Religious 
Persecution legislation. Ycur office is now required to make more frequent 
reports on itsprogress in international child abduction cases. 

' These developments are no one's fault but your own. Ycur office is not 
doing the job it was mandated to do, and now you are scrambling to write 
scathing letters to editors who write the truthabout your incompaence. This 
is called Damage Control, feeb e though the attempt may be. 

We the parents of P.A R.E N.T. and the Ribbons of Hope Campaign wilt no 
longer sit idly by, trusting our government to do what it is supposed to do. 

We will stay on your office like white onrice until you eittier shape up or 
ship out. 

The whiny tone of your letter was the most disgusting thing about it. 

You want more "balarced information." huh? My Senator, v/ho sent me a copy of 
the magazine from his Washington office.agrees with the people on this side 
of the ^uation. In May, I will again be traveling to Washingtonto meet with 
my i^islators and present my further recommendations about the Office 
ofChiidren's issues to them. I v/ill certainly show ffiem a copy of your 
letter to the editor, if theyhaveni seen it already. You are not the one who 
has a right to whine, Ms Ryan. 'We parents haveevery right to whine, but to 
tell you the truth, we don't. We have been so toughened andsirengfheried by 
this process and by what cur lives have become that we realize whining will ' 
do nogood. You have shown yourself to be weak and vulnerable and yes, whiny. 
Let it be known to allthose at the State Dspariment that our mothers and 
fathers have true courage. Working with ihesepeople, i have discovered that 
every one of them has an inner strength in facing frie unfriinkable.We are not 
only strong, but v/e are tenacious bordering on pig-headed, 
well-educated, knowledgeable, and we have nothing to lose. So you do not 
intimidate us in the least Get thlsthrough your heads-we WILL NOT go away. 

As our President and Founder, Maureen Dabbagh said vifrien she faced down a 
couple of goons from a famous Washirvgton torture-lobby firm; "We have lost 
everything. We have nothing more to lose. And that is precisely what makes • 
usdangerous." 

We know we are a danger to the security of your jobs and your office, 
because we have gottenso many of our fegislalore on our side now. Their votes 
have put your very existence, or at least much of your funding, into 
question. 

Your assertion, Ms Ryan, that our cases are mere "custody disputes" is 
totally erroneous. If thisis your real impression, then why are yoq in that 

2 



job? Have you ever heard of thelNTERNATIONAL PARENTAL KIDNAPPING PREVENTION 

ACT? Good. That :s a step inthe right direction. Now. slowly, say 

"Kid-nap-ping. " Tliat's rigliL The uiirne is a felony, accoiding to the Act. Now 

whe'e exactly did you make the leap from a felony as ddlned fay thelaw to 

your own interpretation of this law"? Who a.reyou, a judge? What gives you the 

right tointerpret the law a la '^ary Ryan? How dare you sscond^uess the 

legislators who made this lawanc the judges who have interpret^ the crime of 

international kidnapping as a felony? For your information: IN ALMOST ALL OF 

THESE CASES. CHILD CUSTODY HAS ALREADYBEEN DECIDED, AWARDED, ESTABLISHED 

CASE CLOSED!!! I am the custodial parentof my child; my ex-husband agreed to 

my having custody; 1 have his sicnatijre on many court documents to prove his 

agreement. Now you tell me where is the custody dispute? 

You are sadly misinformed on so many other fronts. It is impossible to 
address ail of the ridicuous assertions you make. 

Let ms just close by quoting directly from your own web page that your 
office "also fulfills UStreaty obligations relating to the atxiucfion of 
children." Baloney! Maybe you solve one ortwoquola Hague cases a year, just 
so you can tout your successes far and wide. I would not call 
thaffulfilling" my obligations if I were you. To fulfill something means to 
satisfy its requirementstotalty. The State Department is a million miles away 
from fulfilling anything regarding missing children, especially if they are 
located in countries that provide some economic benefits to the United States. 

At your next Embassy Row party, please give my best to Prince Bandar. 

Just as the State Department broke US lav/ and single-handedly nixed a court 
decision that v/as handed down infavcr of a victimized US citizen, Steve 
Flatcw and his dead child, 1 fully expect the State Department to protect 
Saudi Arabia, Iran, Lebanon, Egypt, Syria. Jordan, and other rogue regimes 
that hold our children hostage. Far be it from you to ever protect an 
American citizen. I expectTerry Anderson faces the same fate at your hands. 

He will no douot win a judgment in federslcourt; that usee to mean something. 

But now he can expect the goons from the State Departmentto step in and 
protect his kidnappers too. Your office has done too little in the past for 
any of us tohave any faith in you. So we will continue to fight for your 
ciismaritiifiy, the sooner the better 

If you are a mother, Ms Ryan, I pray that this never happens to you or 
to a child you love. Iwould net wish this on my worst enemy. If it ever does 
nappen. we are here to help and supportAmerican parents. We^are the victims, 
not the criminals, and we will fight for what .must be doneto save our 
children from lives of slavery, polygamous marriages, and their toss of 
identity asAmericar.s, Wouldn't you? 


Yours truly, 


Professor Margaret McClain 
Director of Legislative Affairs 
P.A.R.E.N.T. 

And Governing Committee 
The Ribbons of Hope Campaign 


cc: Senator Tim Hutchinson 
Congressman Asa Hutchinson 
Congressman Marion Beriy 
Secretary of State Madeleine AIbnehtenin 
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SUBJECT: MARGARET MCCLAIN FINALLY SEES DAUGHTER 


1. SuiTimary: Margaret McClain and her; adult son, 
Donnie Keshawarz, arrived in Dhahran bn July 3, 

2002 to visit McClain's daughter, Heidi. At that 
time, we learned that Heidi’s father, , Abdulbaset 
Al-Omary, had taken Heidi to Riyadh tp a 
relative's house, claiming a family emergency. 
Consulate drove McClain and Keshawarz; to Riyadh, 
where she finally was able to visit Heidi. Heidi, 
now nine years old, had not seen her mother since 
August 1997. End Summary. 

2. Consul and SCSFSN met Margaret McClain and her 
adult son, Donnie Keshawarz, at the Bahrain 
airport the evening of July 3, 2002. We 
experienced no problem driving them over the 
border to Saudi Arabia. After taking them to a 
hotel for the night, SCSFSN called Al-Omary on his 
cell phone to arrange for meetings over the 
weekend, as previously agreed. Al-Omary then 
dropped a bombshell by saying that he was now in 
Riyadh. An uncle, he said, was in intensive care, 
and it had been necessary to go to Riyadh. 

(Comment; this is the third time Al-Omary has 
pleaded a family emergency when Heidi was to be 
visited. The other two times concerned visits by 
Consul.) that; Heidi was^jwith him and > 

ab the airport ' for McClain 
-tp^i-trra^ --tQ - Riyadh. ■ ■■ ■ 1 ^ - * 

3. When Consul contacted McClain at the hotel, she 
said she did not want to put herself and her son 
at the mercy of Al-Omary and his family. We 
arranged a driver and car to take the two to 
Riyadh early on July 4, arriving in the early 
afternoon. SCSFSN accompanied them. 


4. After the group had checked into a Holiday Inn, 
SCSFSN contacted Al-Omary, who said he would come 
in his car and take them to see Heidi., Later that 
day he came with two other men, one a brother and 
the other either a relative or friend.; {Comment: 
Al-Omary 's modus operand! is to bring two to four 
relatives/friends with him when a visit to Heidi 


is planned. ) 


atcshefbt , non-cbnf ijontation*! 
the .bx.Qthex;^p^ — 


SCSFgN^ : ani the o4ie 
maft villar.-a|3parently for-; t‘^ 

'Ai-Qmary family, in a posh Riyadh 


5. They were led into the family room.- 


The brother *exHIBIT#17 


*State Dept Report 
*Summer 2002 
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said that this room is the center of the family's 
activities. It included a TV and a computer for 
accessing the internet. Al-Omary went upstairs to 
fetch Heidi. It was evident that Heidi did not 
want to come at first, as the group could hear her 
protests from below. She finally came down with 
her father, dressed in western slacks and shirt. 
Once down, she hid behind her father for a while 
and even covered her face with his gutra 
(headcovering) in an attempt to hide. Al-Omary 
continued to encourage her to talk to McClain and 
Keshawarz. McClain was understandably fearful that 
her visit would end without meaningful contact 
with her daughter. 

6. Then Ai-Omary began to play an impromptu game 
of indoor soccer with Heidi. SCSFSN and Keshawarz 
joined in. SCSFSN encouraged McClain to do the 
same. After a few tense moments, the ice was 
broken. Heidi and McClain began talking; before 
long, Heidi was telling her mom "knock-knock" 
jokes. The interaction between tjie two continued 
successfully for about three hours. McClain asked 
Heidi questions about events when- Heidi was still 
in the U.S. and was delighted when Heidi 
remembered "everything.” Heidi's English is 
excellent, and communication, once the two 
connected, was no problem. Later McClain 
commented on Heidi's intelligence and memory. The 
highlight of the visit for McClain came when Heidi 
hugged her mother and told her that she missed 
her. After being driven back to the hotel, 
McClain, Keshawarz, and SCSFSN celebrated with a 
dinner out. 

7. The next day witnessed a time of confrontation 
between McClain and Al-Omary. Al-Omary had driven 
to the hotel, saying the family would be traveling 
that day and was in the car. (We are not sure 
whether they were traveling back to Dhahran or 
somewhere else.) Al-Omary apparently wished to 
discuss with McClain material on the internet 
charging him with kidnapping as well as the 
criminal charges themselves. At one point, 

McClain became visibly upset and walked away. 
Clearly, she did not want to talk to her ex- 
husband. SCSFSN encouraged her to return in order 
to see her daughter one more time. Finally, 
McClain was able to walk to the car and tell Heidi 
goodbye. She gave a Heidi a present, after 
talking to her a few minutes. It appeared that 
her time with Heidi was beneficial, even if short 
and preceded by her emotional meeting with Al- 
Omary. 
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8. The next day, July 6, the Consulate car 
returned McClain and her son to the airport in 
Bahrain, accompanied by SCSFSN. Before they left, 
Consul was able to spend about an hour discussing 
the visit with the two. She asked McClain if the 
trip was worth it, given the emotional strain of 
meeting with her ex-husband. She replied 
unhesitatingly that it was, because of her time 
with Heidi. She said that she was afraid 
beforehand that she would not even be able to see 
Heidi, that her ex-husband might prevent a visit 
entirely. The visit, regardless of unpleasant 
stress, was beyond her expectations. 

9. Comment: Donnie Keshawarz was undoubtedly a 
stabilizing influence for his mother. He said his 
relationship with Al-Omary had always been 
satisfactory, and throughout the trip he 
frequently encouraged his mother to begin direct 
contact with her ex-husband for the sake of 
keeping in touch with Heidi. McClain was adamant 
that she would not talk to him and did not want to 
"give in" to him. Consul said that McClain had to 
make her own decision about contact with her ex- 
husband because she was the one who had been hurt. 
However, she suggested, McClain might want to 
differentiate between talking to him and "giving 
in." She then asked how McClain would feel about 
Donnie and his sister, Roxanne, developing contact 
with Al-Omary and with Heidi. McClain had no 
problems with their doing so. Consul suggested 
that the brother and sister maintain contact with 
Heidi and her father by e-mail. 

10. Comment continued: Should this type of visit 
ever be proposed again, we believe an arranged 
visit in a government office might prevent the 
change of venue that came close to wrecking this 
one. Although it is easy to fault Al-Omary for 
his manipulation of events, we believe that he is 
truly obsessed with the fear, irrational though it 
is, that we might snatch Heidi back and that is 
why he made certain that the visit was in Riyadh, 
safely under his control. Once he believed that 
Heidi was safe from snatching, he cooperated 
fully, even overriding Heidi's initial protests, 
to see that the visit took place. (Al-Omary 
appears to be an extremely lenient father, even by 
American standards.) He told McClain that he is 
not against her having a relationship with her 
child but that he wants to see that she is raised 
in a proper Muslim environment. He said that if 
he had wanted Heidi to break all connections with 
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her mother, he would not have gone to the lengths 
he has to see that she is lluent in English. We 
believe that Al-Omary will not interfere with 
efforts by Heidi's brother and sister (and 
probably by McClain herself) to maintain a 
relationship. We recommend that they be 
encouraged to do so, through e-mail, letters, and 
any other means available. End Comment. 



940 



Saudi Arabia 


RIYADH 

1) Roush - Pareutal Child Abduction (1986) 

Children: Alia Al-Gheshayan 
Aisha A!-Gheshayan 

History: Abducted by the Saudi parent when they were 4 and 6 years old. Now both daughters are 
over 1 8 years. Since abduction took place, they were never permitted to leave Saudi Arabia. (We 
are uncertain as to whethCT they have desire to dqjart Saudi Arabia.) The Embassy has been 
involved in this case since it beg^ in 1986. Both young women are living in Saudi Arabia as Saudi 
citizens. They are considered Saudi only under Saudi law as the children of a male Saudi citizen. 


2) Al-Shalhoob - Parental Child Abduction (1997) 

ChUd: Yasmeen Al-Shalhoob 

History: Yasmeen was abducted by her Saudi father in early 1 997. She escaped back to the U.S. in 
late 1998. 



History: Abducted in 1 994 by her Lebanese father, flRiBMHiiiVHSI. Nimat resided with her 
fetiier in Riyadh until he decided to send her to his sister in Sidon, Lebanon because the Embassy 
pressured 1^ to let the mother see the daughter on regular basis. The State Department revoked the 
father’s U.S. passport. ■ ^ v 


\ - Adult U.S. Citizen with chtldrea unable to leave 


Adult Involved: 


History: married to a Saudi citizen. Although she is apparently free to leave the 

Kingdom by herself, her husband will not permit her to take the children. No recent action on the 
case by the State Department. 
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5) Stowers - Adult U.S. Citizen with children unable to leave (1997) 

Adult Involved: Monica Stowers 

History : Ms. Stowers went to Saudi Arabia to visit her son and daughter (Rasheed and Amjad 
Radwan) 5 years ago. Although Ms. Stowers is apparenfly free to leave the BCingdora on ho- own, 
her children's fadier will not allow her to take the diildren. She sought employment and has stayed 
by her children in Riyadh. No recent action on the case by the State Department. 


6) fBWh > Adult U.S. Citizen with chOdren able to leave 
Adult Involved: 

History : has five children in current marriage widi hw: Saudi husband and three from a 

previous marriage. Only the children from the previous marriage were permitted to leave Saudi 
Arabia. She is still married to her Saudi husband and lives in Riyadh, apparently is free to leave the 
Kingdom on her own. No recent action on die case by the State Department. 


7) Parental Child Abduction (1997) 

ChUd: 

History : Abducted by Romanian- American The State Department revoked 

the mother's U.S. passport and Saudi authorities subsequently deported her to Romania with her 
son. They then moved to the United Arab Emirates. Mother has refused welfare/whcreabouts 
visits. Efforts underway to tiy to return motliei and child to tlic U.S. 


S) mmmm - parental ChUd Abduction (1998) 

chud: mmmmmmmmtm 

History: The Saudi father ducted his daughter, 4HHPI from the U.S. to live in Riyadh. They 
subsequently moved to Dhahran. Embassy has conducted welfare/whereabouts visit to ascertain the 
child's well being. Embassy and Department are pressing for permission for the mother to visit her 
diildren in the Kingdom. 
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SURVEY OF INTERNATIONALLY ABDUCTED PARENTS: PERCEPTIONS 
AND EXPERIENCES RELATING TO U.S. GOVERNMENT AGENCIES' 
RESPONSE TO THE CRIME OF INTERNATIONAL KIDNAPPING 
[Date of Survey: May 1999] 

ANALYSIS OF SURVEY RESULTS 

This survey of 21 parents who are members of P.A.R.E.N.T. (Parents 
Advocating for Recovery Through Education and Networking Together) 
represents a total of 28 internationally abducted children, who have been missing 
for a combined total of 1 1 5 years. 

It must be emphasized that a substantial number of parents declined to 
answer the questionnaire for the following reasons: 

(1) fear of reprisal from US law enforcement authorities; 

(2) fear of reprisal from the US State Department, Including a decline in the 
level of cooperation by State Department officials; 

(3) fear of reprisal from foreign governments and their foreign agents; 

(4) fear of reprisal from American agents of foreign governments, including 
public relations firms such as Hill and Knowlton; 

(5) fear of jeopardizing their cases which may be in litigation in the Hague 
Court, foreign courts, and American courts. 


Preliminary findings indicate that Saudi Arabia is far and away the most 
blatant violator, both In the number of children held hostage there and In the 
length of time these children have been missing. This figure represents 21.4% 
of the children In this study. Children held illegally in Saudi Arabia have been 
held there for a total of 45 years, or an astounding 39.1% of the total number 
of years all the children in the survey have been missing. The mean number 
of years each Saudi hostage has been missing (7.5 years) far surpasses all 
other country figures in the survey. 

The next most blatant violator in the survey, in terms of length of time 
children have been illegally retained, is Guatemala. But the second most 
blatant violator, in terms of the number of children held illegally, is Germany, 

In this study, Germany was found to retain 3 children, or 10.7% of the children 
represented by the survey. The German hostages have been held for a 
combined total of 10 years, or 8.7% of the total years. That is an average of 
3.3 years per child as of the date this survey was taken. Guatemala holds 2 
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children (7,1% of those surveyed) for a total of 10 years (8.7% of the total 
years missing), or an average of 5.0 years per child. 

***Please Note: This survey included questions about various government 
agencies in addition to the Department of State, 
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SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE FOR FAMILIES OF INTERNATIONALLY 
KIDNAPPED CHILDREN 

SUBJECT; Perceptions and Experiences Relating to U.S. Governmental Agencies’ Responses to 
the Crime of International Kidnapping 

BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE; Parents of Internationally Kidnapped children must deal 
with various city, state, and federal governmental agencies in the search for their missing 
children. As most of you already know, the State Department has publicly through the media 
denied that there has been any problem with their handling of crimes under the IPKCA 
(International Parental Kidnapping Crime Act). The purpose of this surt'ey is to gather together 
all the data that we have into an oiganized format, and to provide the statistics to the appropriate 
legislative and other agencies who have pledged their assistance to the cause of missing children 
in foreign countries. THERE ARE PEOPLE WHO WANT TO HELP, BUT IT IS UP TO US TO 
PROVIDE THEM WITH THE AMMLTNITION. 

HYPOTHESIS: The families of internationally kidnapped children are hampered in the search 
for their loved ones by the incompetence, tardiness, disregard of U.S. laws, intimidation, or other 
negative factors of U.S. governmental agencies. 

DISCLAIMER: The purpose of this survey is to identify areas of needed improvement in the 
way international kidnapping is handled by the agencies funded to assist us and our precious 
children. While we understand that many of us have had positive dealings with such agencies and 
individual officers of these agencies, the purpose of this survey is NOT to document the positive 
experiences we have encountered. We are in no way saying that every employee of the agencies 
in question is incompetent, impolite, or uncaring. 

PROCEDURE: 

1. Fill out the online form below. *’* INSERT YOUR OWN COMMENTS AND 
OBSERVATIONS AT ANY POINT IN THE SURVEY. THE MORE THE BETTER. 

2. When you have completed the online survey, send it back to Margaret McClain by using the 
REPLY to sender option. 

3. Please send it back by May 10, 1999, so that I will have time to assess the results before the 
P.A.R.E.N.T. Conference. 

4. Send a cc: to Maureen Dabbagh at Parent01@aoi.com 

5. Send your completed questionnaire via e-mail to any or all of the following recipients, or 
anyone else interested in this problem: the GAO (Government .Accounting Office), Senate 
Judiciary Committee Members, Senate Foreign Relations Committee Members, House 
International Relations Committee Membem, House Children's Caucus Members, your 
individual legislators. Insight magazine, local and national media that have covered your case, 
and anyone else of your choosing. [Email addresses to follow] 

6. Save a copy of your completed questionnaire to disk for future evidence if needed. 

7. Print as many copies of your completed questioimaire as you like, and send it to any state, 
local, or federal officials who do not have e-mail; to any media outlets you have been in contact 
with regarding your case; and to any other interested parties. 
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THE QUESTIONNAIRE 

1. A. NAME: 

B. ADDRESS: 

C. PHONE#: 

D. E-MAIL ADDRESS: 

2. A. NAME(S)/AGE(S) OF KIDNAPPED CHILD(REN) 


B. AGE(S) OF CHILD(REN): 

C. LENGTH OF TIME MISSING: 

D. COUNTRY TO WHICH CHILD(REN) WAS/WERE REMOVED 


3, Which of the following government agencies possess a file or document on your 
ohild(reii) and/or the child{ren)'s kidnapper? Write YES for all that apply, 

A. State Department Office of Children's Issues 

B, State Department-INTERPOL Office 

C. State Department— Hague Compliance Office 

D. FBI 

4. Which of the following agencies have you applied to under the FOIA (Freedom of 
Information Act) to obtain your child(ren)'s file? Write YES for all that apply. 

A. State Department Office of Children's Issues 


How many times have you applied? 
B. State Department-INTERPOL Office 
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How many times have you applied? 

C. State Department— Hague Compliance Office 

How many times have you applied? 

D. FBI 

How many times have you applied? 

5. If you answered YES to any part of number 4, which of the following agencies responded to 
your request for a file within 10 business days, as required under the FOIA law? Answer YES 
for all that apply. 

A. State Department 

(1) Office of Children's Issues 

(2) INTERPOL Office 

(3) Hague Compliance Office 


B. FBI 

6. Characterize the response to your FOIA request from each of the offices below. 
Answer YES to all that apply. 

A. State Department 

(1) approved within 10 business days 

(2) approved later than 10 business days 

(3) denied within 1 0 business days 

(4) denied later than 10 business days 

B. FBI 


(1) approved within 10 business days 

(2) approved after 10 business days 

(3) denied within 10 business days 
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(4) denied later than 1 0 business days 

7. If you have received any of your child(ren)'s files, which ones? Answer YES for all 
that apply. 

A. State Department Office of Children's Issues 

B. State Department— INTERPOL Office 

C. State Department— Hague Compliance Office 

D. FBI 


8. If you have received any requested fi!e(s) how long did it take you to receive the 

file(s)? 

A. It took to receive my State Department file(s). 

B. It took to receive my FBI file(s). 

9. If you have received any file(s) on your child(ren), describe the file(s) by answering 

YES or NO to each item below. 

A. Information in the file(s) seems to be complete. 

B. Information in the file(s) seems to be truthful and accurate. 

C. My caseworker or other official had previously discussed with me 

all information contained in the file(s). 

D. My caseworker or other official had withheld information in the 

file(s). 

E. Parts of my child(ren)'s file(s) were censored or blacked out. 

F. There is information in my child(ren)'s file that could have helped 

me or a non-profit missing children's organization locate or recover 
my child(ren) earlier. 

G. The file(s) contain information that is unfavorable to me or other 

members of my family. 


H. The file(s) contain information that is favorable to the kidnapper or 
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his/her accomplices, or his/her country. 

I. There is information in my child(ren)'s file that seems to give more 

credibility to a non-American suspect than to the American victim. 
10. Please give us your overall impressions of your treatment by State Department 
and/or FBI officials. Answer YES or NO to each item. 

A. I have always been treated courteously by 

(1) State Department Office of Children's Issues 

(2) State Department— INTERPOL Office 

(3) State Department— Hague Compliance Office 

(4) the FBI 

B. My telephone calls and letters have always been answered by 

(1) State Department Office of Children's Issues 

(2) State Department-INTERPOL Office 

(3) State Department-Hague Compliance Office 

(4) the FBI 

C. I have received implied or overt threats of legal or other action by 
(1) State Department Office of Children's Issues 

(2) State Department-INTERPOL Office 

(3) State Department-Hague Compliance Office 

(4) FBI 

D. I feel that there have been attempts to violate my Free Speech rights by 
(1) State Department Office of Children's Issues 

(2) State Department-INTERPOL Office 

(3) State Department-Hague Compliance Office 
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(4) FBI 


E. I have been told the following by of the State Department or the FBI. Answer 
YES for all that apply. 

(1) Your case is a low priority. 

(2) You will never see your child again. 

(3) You would have recovered your child if you hadn't been so vocal in 

your criticism of our office. 

(4) It is our policy not to discuss an ongoing investigation. 

(5) Our primary purpose in [name of foreign country] is to protect the 

United States’ economic, military, or national interests. 

(6) Your file(s) seem to have been misplaced. Let me get back to you. 

(7) YOU married [name of kidnapper]! 

11. Which of the following documents, warrants, or other data have you requested at 
any time since your child(ren)'s kidnapping? Answer YES to any that apply. 

(1) local bench warrant 

(2) Custodial Interference Warrant 

(3) UFAP (Unlawful Flight) Warrant 

(4) phone records or taps of accomplices and relatives of kidnapper 

(5) questioning of accomplices and relatives of kidnapper 

(6) arrest of accomplices 

(7) investigation of kidnapper's and accomplices' computer files 

(8) your child(ren)'s NCIC # (National Crime Information Center) 

(9) INTERPOL red notice on kidnapper 
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(10) INTERPOL yellow notice on child 

(11) INTERPOL diffusion 

(12)Provisional Arrest Request (required for INTERPOL arrest and 

extradition of kidnapper) 

(13) Denial of visas by US embassies and consulates to kidnapper and 

family 

12. Which of the following information, warrants, or documents have been denied to 
you? Answer YES for all that apply. 

(1) local bench warrant 

(2) Custodial Interference Warrant 

(3) UFA Warrant 

(4) phone records or taps on kidnapper and accomplices 

(5) questioning of accomplices and relatives of kidnapper 

(6) arrest of accomplices 

(7) investigation of kidnapper's and accomplices' computer files 

(8)NCIC# 

(9) INTERPOL red notice 

(10) INTERPOL yellovv notice 

(11) INTERPOL diffusion 

(12) Provisional Arrest Request 

(13) denial of visas to kidnapper and family 
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SURVEY OF INTERNATIONALLY ABDUCTED PARENTS: PERCEPTIONS 
AND EXPERIENCES RELATING TO U.S. GOVERNMENT AGENCIES' 
RESPONSE TO THE CRIME OF INTERNATIONAL KIDNAPPING 
[Date of Survey: May 1999] 

ANALYSIS OF SURVEY RESULTS 


This survey of 21 parents who are members of P.A.R.E.N.T. (Parents 
Advocating for Recovery Through Education and Networking Together) 
represents a total of 28 internationally abducted children, who have been missing 
for a combined total of 115 years. 

it must be emphasized that a substantial number of parents declined to 
answer the questionnaire for the following reasons: 

(1) fear of reprisal from US law enforcement authorities; 

(2) fear of reprisal from the US State Department, including a decline in the 
level of cooperation by State Department officials; 

(3) fear of reprisal from foreign governments and their foreign agents; 

(4) fear of reprisal from American agents of foreign governments. Including 
public relations firms such as Hill and Knowiton; 

(5) fear of jeopardizing their cases which may be in litigation in the Hague 
Court, foreign courts, and American courts. 


Preliminary findings indicate that Saudi Arabia is far and away the most 
blatant violator, both in the number of children held hostage there and in the 
length of time these children have been missing. This figure represents 21 .4% 
of the children in this study. Children held illegally in Saudi Arabia have been 
held there for a total of 45 years, or an astounding 39. 1 % of the total number 
of years all the children in the survey have been missing. The mean number 
of years each Saudi hostage has been missing (7.5 years) far surpasses all 
other country figures in the survey. 

The next most blatant violator in the survey, in terms of length of time 
children have been illegally retained, is Guatemala. But the second most 
blatant violator, in terms of the number of children held illegally, is Germany. 

In this study, Germany was found to retain 3 children, or 1 0,7% of the children 
represented by the survey. The German hostages have been held for a 
combined total of 10 years, or 8.7% of the total years. That is an average of 
3.3 years per child as of the date this survey was taken. Guatemala holds 2 
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children (7.1% of those surveyed) for a total of 10 years (8.7% of the total 
years missing), or an average of 5.0 years per child. 

"‘Please Note: This survey included questions about various government 
agencies in addition to the Department of State. 
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SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE FOR FAMILIES OF 
INTERNATIONALLY KIDNAPPED CHILDREN: AN ANALYSIS OF 
SURVEY RESULTS 


TABLE 1: PROFILE OF RESPONDENT VICTIM PARENTS AND THEIR CHILDREN 


parent! 

NO. OF 

YEARS 

TOTAL YEARS 

COUNTRY 


CHILDREN 

MISSING 

MISSING 

RETAINING 


KIDNAPPED 



CHILDREN 

S.A. 

2 

3 

6 

Iran 

W.B. 

2 

4 

8 

Japan 

J,C. 

1 

7 

7 

Guatemala 

T.C. 

2 

2 

4 

Brazil 

M.D. 

1 

7 

7 

Syria, *Saudi 
Arabia 

V.D. 

1 

2 

2 

Lebanon 

D.D. 

2 

5 

10 

Saudi Arabia 

J.F. 

2 

1 

2 

Unknown 

M.G. 

1 

3 

3 

Switzerland 

J.H, 

1 

5 

5 

‘Czech Repub., 
Italy, Switz., 
Denmark, 

Israel, Greece, 
Belq. 

J.H. 

1 

5 

5 

Germany 

L.I. 

1 

2 

2 

Scotland(UK) 

D.K. 

1 

2 

2 

Singapore, 

Malaysia 

P.M. 

1 

3 

3 

Sweden, 

Denmark, 

‘Unknown 

G.IVI. 

1 

4 

4 

Chile 

M.M. 

1 

2 

2 

Saudi Arabia 

P.R. 

2 

13 

26 

Saudi Arabia 

HT. 

1 

5 

5 

Unknown 

J.T. 

1 

3 

3 

Guatemala 

e.t. 

2 

2.5 

5 

Germany 

J.W. 

1 

3 

3 

Mexico 

N = 21 

Total = 28 


Total Years = 

115 



'Last known place where children are being held 
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QUESTION #3 

3. Which of the following government agencies possess a fiie or document on 
your child(ren) and/or the child(ren)'s kidnapper? Write YES for all that apply. 

A. State Department Office of ChildrenQs Issues 

B. State Department INTERPOL Office 

C. State Department Hague Compliance Office 


TABLE 2: AGENCIES POSSESSING FILES ON INTERNATIONAL KIDNAP VICTIMS 


DEPARTMENT 

AFFIRMATIVE 

% OF TOTAL 


RESPONSES 

RESPONDENTS 

Children’s Issues 

18 

85.7 

INTERPOL Office 

10 

47.6 

Hague Compliance Office 

6 

28.6 


Even though 85.7% of respondents have had files at the State Department opened 
for them, parents question why 100% of international child abductions are not handled 
by this office. In some cases, it is the FBI’s fault that files have not been opened at the 
State Department. Especially when the victimized parent is the father, simply because 
the father has not been named the Custodial parent, the FBI often refuses to open a 
case. According to the International Parental Kidnapping and other child abduction 
laws, even slate civil laws on Custodial Interference, a custodial parent who kidnaps is 
in violation of criminal and civil law-particularly when the child is taken across state 
lines. 

One reason INTERPOL is less involved in International child abduction is that state’s 
and district attorneys refuse to issue Provisional Arrest Requests for fear of having to 
come up with extradition costs at a later date. Money should never be an object when a 
crime against a child is concerned. 

It is indeed shocking that only 28.6% of respondents on this survey have received or 
filled out Hague Applications from the State Department. Some parents received 
applications a year after they were requested. Other parents received the applications, 
filled them out, sent them back, and never heard from the Hague Compliance office 
again. Some parents have been told, and thus mistakenly believe, that they may not fill 
out a Hague application because their child was not taken to a Hague country. In effect, 
the State Department is lying to these parents. A Hague application must be completed 
and on file if the kidnapping parent leaves the non-Hague country and later travels to a 
Hague country. If a foreign non-resident visitor to a Hague country is apprehended 
there, the children have a high likelihood of being returned to their American custodial 
parent, but only with a Hague application in place in addition, the INTERPOL red and 
yellow notices and diffusions to 122 countries are essential for a foreign country to 
apprehend a suspected kidnapper and extradite him or her back to the US. 
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QUESTION #4 

4. Which of the following agencies have you applied to under the FOIA (Freedom 
of Information Act) to obtain your child(ren)’s file? Write YES for all that apply. 

A. State Department Office of Children's Issues 
How many times have you applied? 

B. State Department-INTERPOL Office 
How many times have you applied? 

C. State Department-Hague Compliance Office 

How many times have you applied? 

TABLE 3; RESPONDENTS’ FOIA REQUESTS 


DEPARTMENT 

RESPONDENTS 
APPLYING UNDER 
FOIA 

% OF TOTAL 
RESPONDENTS 

TOTAL TIMES 
APPLIED 

Children's Issues 

7 

33.3 

10 

INTERPOL Office 

2 

9.5 

2 

Hague Compliance 
Office 

1 

4.8 

1 


The number of parents applying for files under the FOIA is very small since most 
parents have expressed that they did not know they could apply for their children's case 
files. 
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QUESTION #5 

5. If you answered YES to any part of number 4, which of the following agencies 
responded to your request for a file within 10 business days, as required under 
the FOIA law? Answer YES for all that apply. 

A. State Department 

(1) Office of Children's Issues 

(2) INTERPOL Office 

(3) Hague Compliance Office 


TABLE 4: FEDERAL AGENCY RESPONSES TO VICTIM PARENTS’ REQUESTS 
UNDER THE FOIA 


DEPARTMENT 

AFFIRMATIVE 

RESPONSES 

% OF FOIA APPLICANTS 

Children’s Issues 

2 

(N = 7) 28.6 

INTERPOL Office 

0 

(N = 2) 0.0 

Hague Compliance Office 

0 

{N = 1) 0.0 


The Federal Governmental agencies’ responses to FOIA requests has been deplorable. 
Not only do requests go unanswered for long periods of time that far exceed the 10-day 
mandated limit for a response, but in most cases, requests are completely ignored, in 
spite of repeated requests. Some parents reported receiving only partial files, even 
when their requests were approved. 
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QUESTION #6 

6. Characterize the response to your FOIA request from each of the offices below. 
Answer YES to all that apply. 

A. State Department 

(1) approved within 10 business days 

(2) approved later than 10 business days 

(3) denied within 10 business days 

(4) denied later than 10 business days 


TABLE 5: VICTIM PARENTS’ PERCEPTIONS OF FEDERAL AGENCY RESPONSES 
TO FOIA REQUESTS 


FEDERAL AGENCY 

NUMBER OF PARENTS 

% OF TOTAL 

RESPONSE 

RECEIVING RESPONSE 

RESPONDENTS 

Approved Within 10 Days 

0 

0.0 

Approved Later Than 10 
Days 

1 

4.8 

Denied Within 10 Days 

0 

0.0 

Denied Later Than 10 

Days 

0 

0.0 

No Response 

5 

23.8 


Only 1 parent of those applying for files on their children under FOIA actually had 
his/her application approved, but not within the legally mandated 10-day time limit. In 
other words, 0.0% of the parents receiving responses to their FOIA requests received 
the legally mandated response within 10 business days. The most common way for the 
State Department to handle FOIA requests is simply to ignore them. 
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QUESTION #7 

7. If you have received any of your chiid(ren)'s files, which ones? Answer YES for 
ail that apply. 

A. State Department Office of Children’s Issues 

B. State Department-INTERPOL Office 

C. State Department-'Hague Compliance Office 

TABLE 6: FILES RECEIVED BY VICTIM PARENTS 


DEPARTMENT 

PARENTS RECEIVING 
FILES 

% OF TOTAL 
RESPONDENTS 

Children’s Issues 

3 

14.3 

INTERPOL Office 

0 

0.0 

Hague Compliance Office 

0 

0.0 


Only 14.3% of the total number of respondents have received FOIA information from 
the Office of Children’s Issues. None have received FOIA information from the 
INTERPOL office or the Hague Compliance Office. 

QUESTION #8 

8. If you have received any requested file(s) how long did it take you to receive 
the file(s)? 

A. It took to receive my State Department file(s). 

TABLE 7: TIME ELAPSED WHEN RECEIVING FILES 


PARENTS RECEIVING 
FILES 

TOTAL TIME ELAPSED 

AVERAGE ELAPSED 

TIME (N = 3) 

3 

Approx. 25 months 

8.3 months 


The Freedom of Information/Privacy Acts state that government agencies must respond 
within 10 business days when a request is made. If they cannot provide the information 
requested within 1 0 business days, the law says these agencies are obligated to 
provide the requester a reason for the delay within 10 business days. It is obvious from 
Table 7 and Table 5 that the agencies holding files on our missing children are not 
complying with federal law in responding to FOIA requests. 
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QUESTION #9 

9. If you have received any file(s) on your child(ren), describe the file(s) by 
answering YES or NO to each item below. 

A. Information in the file(s) seems to be complete. 

B. Information in the file(s) seems to be truthful and accurate. 

C. My caseworker or other official had previously discussed with me 
all information contained in the file(s). 

D. My caseworker or other official had withheld information in the 
file(s). 

E. Parts of my chiid{ren)'s file(s) were censored or blacked out. 

F. There is information in my child(ren]'s file that could have helped 
me or a non-profit missing children's organization locate or recover 
my child(ren) earlier. 

G. The file(s) contain information that is unfavorable to me or other 
members of my family. 

H. The file{s) contain information that is favorable to the kidnapper or 
his/her accomplices, or his/her country. 

I. There is information in my child(ren)'s file that seems to give more 
credibility to a non-American suspect than to the American victim. 

TABLE 8: CHARACTERISTICS OF FILES RECEIVED BY VICTIM PARENTS UNDER 
FOIA 


CHARACTERISTICS 

UNFAVORABLE 

CHARACTERISTICS 

REPORTED 

% OF TOTAL PARENTS 
RECEIVING FILES (N = 3) 

Information in files 
seems complete. 

2 

66.6 

Information in files 
seems truthful and 
accurate. 

1 

33.3 

Caseworker had 
previously discussed 
information in files. 

2 

66.6 

Caseworker has 
withheld information in 
files. 

2 

66.6 

Parts of files were 
censored or blacked out. 
There is information in 
files that could have 
helped recover child 
earlier. 

1 

33.3 
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Files contain information 
unfavorable to victim 
and familv. 

1 

33.3 

Files contain information 
favorable to kidnapper. 

2 

66.6 

Information in files gives 
more credibility to non- 
American kidnapper 
than American victim. 

2 

66.6 





Even when a parent is able to obtain a file under the FOIA/PA, there are serious 
problems with the content of some of the files. For example, only 33.3% of parents 
receiving files reported the information contained in them to be truthful and accurate. 
The fact that government officials are placing misinformation and lies into a missing 
child’s file is deplorable, reprehensible, unethical, and probably illegal. Then there is the 
problem of caseworkers not wishing to discuss the content of files when a parent asks 
for information. Could it be that the officials simply wish to cover their own ineptitude, or 
to deliberately hide facts from searching parents? One almost gets the feeling when 
speaking to these officials that they are afraid to reveal certain facts to parents because 
these facts reflect negatively on the countries where children are being held hostage. 
Germany and Saudi Arabia, big trading partners of the US, are two blatant examples. 
The State Department does everything it can to present a positive image of these two 
countries, so that parents will “not cause trouble, “make waves,” or exercise their right 
to free speech, lest we offend these offensive governments. Apparently, it does not 
matter that these governments have offended us, American citizens, as well as our 
American children. No parent of a missing child in any foreign country will ever be 
persuaded by the State Department or any other agency that the hostage-taking 
country is anything other than uncivilized, terroristic, and abusive toward American 
children. 

Some parents’ files are extremely insulting, as a recent issue of Reader’s Digest 
(September 1999) publicized. 1 have personally seen the files in question, as have 
many other parents of missing children. When a mother is labeled as a trouble-maker, 
or practically accused of stalking State Department officers, then the State Department 
has really gone too far. When a father is practically accused of being an unfit father 
because his name happens to be “Bubba.”fhen the official who wrote this in a file ought 
to be disciplined, demoted, and fired. My ex’s name is “Abdul”: therefore, I feel the 
State Department ought to label him a “terrorisf-which he, in fact, is. But unfortunately, 
such a move might offend the State Department’s (and Madeleine Albright's) good 
friends, the Saudis. After all, Madeleine helped the Saudis and the terrorist KLA 
establish an extremist Islamic Republic in the heart of Europe (Kosovo) to appease 
them and to keep the oil wells flowing. 

Then we have seen the files in which the kidnappers are called “nice,” “reasonable,” 
and other glowing terms of endearment by State Department officials. In case the State 
Department doesn’t know it-let me spell it out for them. These “nice” people are 
internationally wanted felons, with FBI and INTERPOL warrants against them. They are 




962 


criminals, and should be treated as such. If these con men and women were able to 
con the American parents into marrying them to obtain a “green card,” then what makes 
the State Department officials think that they can't be conned too? It is attitudes like 
these that make the victim parents' jobs in locating their children more difficult- In my 
own case, my family was able to locate the kidnapper through Directory Assistance in a 
foreign country, and we told the State Department his work number. He works in the 
same town as a US Consulate! In two years, they did nothing to even attempt to locate 
him where I told them he was working. My child is two years older now, and has been 
subjected to two more years of intense Islamic brainwashing into fanaticism. What 
chance will she ever have now for a normal, healthy, well-adjusted life? 

Another highly suspect and offensive practice is the censorship or “blacking out” of 
certain parts of missing children's files. It is the parent’s right to know everything related 
to his/her child’s case. The only reason a government agency can legally refuse to give 
such information is if it endangers national security, although everyone knows that this 
reason has been used as a feeble excuse in past failures to disclose vital facts. It is 
very doubtful that one missing child has anything to do with “national security.” 

Parents know that the State Department has on file the home addresses of many of 
the kidnappers and the stolen children, and that these are blacked out so parents won’t 
send detectives and recovery experts into foreign countries to find their children. Shame 
on the State Department for withholding information that could help a parent recover a 
child. 

The parents of missing children challenge the US government to provide figures 
indicating their rate of success in having children returned. For the millions of dollars of 
taxpayer money per year that goes into the State Department, FBI, NCMEC, and other 
governmental or quasi-governmental agencies, the number of children recovered 
through the efforts of these offices is absolutely minuscule. Parents know that due to 
the government’s impotence and unwillingness to act in this matter, they have a much 
higher success rate when they hire recovery experts. The number of children recovered 
by this means in the last year alone is already in the double digits. What is the State 
Department's success rate? I doubt that in the last 1 5 years, they have not been able 
to recover more than 10 children through diplomatic or other means. 
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QUESTION #10 

10. Please give us your overall impressions of your treatment by State 
Department and/or FBI officials. Answer YES or NO to each item. 


10A. I have always been treated courteously by 

(1 ) State Department Office of Children's Issues 

(2) State Department-INTERPOL Office 

(3) State Department-Hague Compliance Office 


TABLE 9: VICTIM PARENTS’ PERCEPTIONS OF STATE DEPARTMENT’S 
COURTESY 


DEPARTMENT 

NEGATIVE RESPONSES 

% OF RESPONDENTS 

Children’s Issues 

14 

66.7 

INTERPOL Office 

3 ■ 

14.3 

Hague Compliance Office 

4 

19.0 





An overwhelming number of parents (66.7%) found their treatment by the Office of 
Children’s Issues to be less than courteous. 


10B. My telephone calls and letters have always been answered by 

(1) State Department Office of Children's Issues 

(2) State Department-INTERPOL Office 

(3) State Department-Hague Compliance Office 

TABLE 10: VICTIM PARENTS’ EXPERIENCES WITH RESPONSES 


DEPARTMENT 

NEGATIVE RESPONSES 

% OF RESPONDENTS 

Children’s Issues 

11 

52.4 

INTERPOL Office 

5 

23,8 

Hague Compliance Office 

5 

23.8 


The majority of parents (52.4%) complained that their phone calls and letters were 
either not answered, or not answered in a timely manner, by the Office of Children’s 
Issues. 
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10C. I have received implied or overt threats of legal or other action by 

(1) State Department Office of Children's Issues 

(2) State Department-INTERPOL Office 

(3) State Department-Hague Compliance Office 

TABLE 11: PERCEPTIONS OF THREATS RECEIVED BY VICTIM PARENTS 


DEPARTMENT 

NEGATIVE RESPONSES 

% OF RESPONDENTS 

Children’s Issues 

3 

14.3 

INTERPOL Office 

1 

4.8 

Hague Compliance Office 

0 

0.0 


14.3% of respondents reported receiving overt or implied threats of retribution from the 
Office of Children’s Issues. Although this does not seem to be a huge problem, any 
threats against American citizens from one of their government agencies is one threat 
too many. 


10D, I feel that there have been attempts to violate my Free Speech rights by 

(1) State Department Office of Children's Issues 

(2) State Department-INTERPOL Office 

(3) State Department-Hague Compliance Office 

TABLE 12: VICTIM PARENTS’ PERCEPTIONS OF ATTEMPTS TO VIOLATE THEIR 
FREE SPEECH RIGHTS 


DEPARTMENT 

POSITIVE RESPONSES 

% OF RESPONDENTS 

Children’s Issues 

S 

23.8 

INTERPOL Office 

2 

9.5 

Hague Compliance Office 

0 

0.0 


23.5% of respondents reported that there had been some attempts by the Office of 
Children’s Issues to violate their right to free speech. It is indeed a sad state of affairs 
when the US government’s officers, who must ALL swear an oath to uphold US laws 
and the Constitution, so seriously violate their oath. Victims of crime should not be 
further victimized by their own government. 
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10E. I have been told the following by of the State Department or the FBI. Answer 
YES for all that apply. 

(1) Your case is a low priority. 

(2) You will never see your child again. 

(3) You would have recovered your child if you hadn't been so vocal in 
your criticism of our office. 

(4) It is our policy not to discuss an ongoing investigation. 

(5) Our primary purpose in [name of foreign country] is to protect the 
United States' economic, military, or national interests. 

(6) Yourfile(s) seem(s) to have been misplaced. Let me get back to you. 

(7) YOU married [name of kidnapper]. 

TABLE 13; RESPONSES HEARD FROM FEDERAL OFFICIALS BY VICTIM 
PARENTS 


STATEMENT 

NUMBER OF POSITIVE 
RESPONSES 

% OF RESPONDENTS 

Your case is a low 
priority. 

9 

42.9 

You will never see your 
child again. 

2 

9.5 

You would have 
recovered your child if 
you hadn’t been so vocal 
in your criticism of our 
office. 

1 

4.8 

It is our poiicy not to 
discuss an ongoing 
investigation. 

8 

38.1 

Our primary purpose in 
[name of foreign country] 
is to protect the United 
States’ ... interests. 

4 

19.0 

Your fiie(s) seem(s) to 
have been misplaced. Let 
me pet back to you. 

4 

19.0 

YOU married [name of 
kidnapper]. 

3 

14.3 





It is amazing and astounding that the Office of Children’s Issues and/or the FBI would 
tell 42.5% (almost half) of victim parents that their cases are a low priority. International 
Kidnapping is not just a local, state, or federal crime. It is an international crime! If that 
is not a high priority, then what is, most parents would ask. It is an affront to all of 
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American society when American citizens are held hostage anywhere in the world, 
especially when those hostages are the young and innocent. I recommend that parents 
take the text of the Counter-terrorism Act with them to their local, state, and federal law 
enforcement authorities when they seek to press charges against the kidnappers. This 
Act specifically states that the taking of American hostages and/or the conspiracy to 
commit kidnapping of Americans by foreign citizens is a terrorist action. 

An astounding 38.1% of parents reported that officials refuse to discuss their cases 
with them. What is the government afraid of— that the parents might get their children 
back on their own when the government fails (as it usually has)? It is every parent’s 
right to know what is being done to recover his or her child. The sanctity of the family is 
a primary building block of society, and the US government purposely comes between a 
parent and his/her children in cases of international child abduction. 
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QUESTION #11 

11. Which of the following documents, warrants, or other data have you 
requested at any time since your child(ren)"s kidnapping? Answer YES to any that 
apply. 


(1) local bench warrant 

(2) Custodial Interference Warrant 

(3) UFAP (Unlawful Flight) Warrant 

(4) phone records or taps of accomplices and relatives of kidnapper 

(5) questioning of accomplices and relatives of kidnapper 

(6) arrest of accomplices 

(7) investigation of kidnapper's and accomplices' computer files 

(8) your child(ren)'s NCIC # (National Crime Information Center) 

(9) INTERPOL red notice on kidnapper 

(10) INTERPOL yellow notice on child 

(11) INTERPOL diffusion 

(12) Provisional Arrest Request (required for INTERPOL arrest and 
extradition of kidnapper) 

(13) Denial of visas by US embassies and consulates to kidnapper and 
family 


TABLE 14: DOCUMENTS, WARRANTS, AND INVESTIGATIONS REQUESTED BY 
VICTIM PARENTS 


DOCUMENT, WARFJANT, 

RESPONDENTS 

% OF TOTAL 

INVESTIGATION 

REQUESTING 

RESPONDENTS 

Local Bench Warrant 

12 

57.1 

Custodial Interference 

13 

61.9 

UFAP 

11 

52.4 

Kidnapper/Accomplice 
Phone Records 

9 

42.9 

Questioning, Deposition 
of Accomplices 

13 

61.9 

Arrest of Accomplices 

10 

47.6 

Investigation of 
Kidnapper/Accomplice 
Computer Files 

S 

38.1 

Child(ren)’s NCiC# 

13 

61.9 

INTERPOL Red Notice 

11 

52.4 

INTERPOL Yellow Notice 

8 

38.1 

INTERPOL Diffusion 

9 

42.9 

Provisional Arrest 

Request 

12 

57.1 
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Denia! of US Visas to 

10 

47.6 

Kidnapper/Accompiices 

1 



The above table indicates that the majority of victim parents have not even asked for 
documents, warrants, and investigations that would lead to the recovery of their children 
or the capture of the perpetrators. Anecdotal comments by parents (appended at the 
end of this study) indicate that many parents do not even know of the existence of 
some of the requirements for a successful investigation of their cases. The State 
Department and FBI are both very well aware of the requirements for Provisional Arrest 
Requests in order for INTERPOL to apprehend a suspect on foreign territory, but these 
departments are purposely neglecting to mention this requirement to parents. Until the 
P.A.R.E.N.T. Conference of May 1999, very few parents had been made aware of the 
necessity for this documentation. 
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QUESTION #12 

12. Which of the following information, warrants, or documents have been denied 
to you? Answer YES for all that apply. 

(1) local bench warrant 

(2) Custodial Interference Warrant 

(3) UFAP Warrant 

(4) phone records or taps on kidnapper and accomplices 

(5) questioning of accomplices and relatives of kidnapper 

(6) arrest of accomplices 

(7) Investigation of kidnapper's and accomplices' computer files 

(8) NCIC # 

(9) INTERPOL red notice 

(10) INTERPOL yellow notice 

(11) INTERPOL diffusion 

(12) Provisional Arrest Request 

(13) denial of visas to kidnapper and family 

TABLE 15: DOCUMENTS, WARRANTS, AND INVESTIGATIONS DENIED TO 
VICTIM PARENTS 


DOCUMENT, WARRANT, 

RESPONDENTS DENIED 

% OF TOTAL 

INVESTIGATION 


RESPONDENTS 

Local Bench Warrant 

2 

9.5 

Custodial interference 

1 

4.8 

UFAP 

6 

28.6 

Kidnapper/Accomplice 
Phone Records 

7 

33.3 

Questioning/Deposition 
of Accomplices 

7 

33.3 

Arrest of Accomplices 

8 

38.1 

Investigation of 
Kidnapper/Accomplice 
Computer Files 

5 

23.8 

Child(ren)’s NCIC # 

4 

19.0 

INTERPOL Red Notice 

3 

14.3 

INTERPOL Yellow Notice 

2 

9.5 

INTERPOL Diffusion 

2 

9.6 

Provisional Arrest 
Request 

5 

23.8 

Denial of US Visas to 
Kidnapper/Accomplices 

6 

28.6 


Even though figures in column 3 seem acceptable or even low, it must be kept in mind 
that many parents did not ask for several of these warrants, documents, or 



970 


investigations. In many cases, therefore, the denial rate is 100% of those who 
requested a document, warrant, or investigation, it is almost inconceivable that many of 
the parents are not even receiving state Custodial Interference warrants against the 
kidnappers, especially if the kidnapper is a female who stole a child to a Hague country 
such as Germany. Law Enforcement officials and State Department caseworkers, who 
should know that a Provisional Arrest Request is required for any foreign INTERPOL 
authorities to detain a suspect, are failing to inform victim parents of this requirement. 
Many local DA's are loathe to provide the PAR for fear of having to pay extradition 
costs. In the case of a stolen child, these warrants ought to be mandatory and 
automatic. Parents who are grieving the loss of a child, almost bankrupted by the crime 
of international kidnapping, and begging for information from authorities, should not be 
expected to make sure that US laws are carried out. The endless applications for 
information, warrants, Hague services, etc., only serve to waste valuable time when a 
child is growing up in a strange and usually unsafe environment. There should not be 
extended waiting periods. 

Due to US government stonewalling tactics, foreign governments like Germany deny 
parental rights (even visitation) to the American parent if a year has elapsed. The State 
Department routinely neglects to begin Hague proceedings as soon as a kidnapping to 
a Hague country is reported. The State Department must get Hague cases before the 
Hague courts within a few weeks of a child abduction. This means that the State 
Department must inform parents of their right to file a Hague application, but also to 
dispense with all the paperwork for parents. The State Department should do the 
papen/vork and have cases opened in the Hague courts immediately. This cannot be 
done by parents. It is a diplomatic duty of the Secretary of State to get the Germans. 
Swedes, Swiss, and other Hague countries to make them comply. This would be very 
easy. Ms, Albright can simply use her position to tell these Hague countries that no 
foreign children kidnapped to the United States will be returned to any Hague countries 
that refuse to return American children to the United States. 
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PARENT Conference htip;//www.!ionshouse.org/PARENl'/conferencc.htm 


P.A.R.E.N.T. International 
Presents 

the 1999 

Abduction Conference 
May 13-15 

Hilton Hotel Crystal City 
Arlington,VA 

(At the Reagan National Airport) 
1-800-HILTONS 


PROGRAM SCHEDULE 


Thursday, May 13, 1999 
DEWEYS Conference Room 
Hilton Crystal City 

9:00 AM informal greetings and warm-up 
9:45 AM Introduction and welcome 
10:00 AM Introduction of P.A.R.E.N.T. Officers 
10:15 AM Gloria Nyberg - Child Watch of North America 
1 1 :00 AM Questions from the audience 
11:15 AM Introduction of European NGO’s 
11:45 AM Unveiling the U.N. Posters 
12:00 PM Break for lunch 

1:30 PM Anne Marie Hutchinson Chair for REUNITE (England) 

2:30 PM Questions from the Audience 

2:45 PM Parents who have recovered 

3:00 PM Charles Goolsby, VOA Federal Warrants. VOA 

3:20 PM Questions 

3; 35 PM Marianne Maulkey, VOICE for the Children 
4:00 PM Questions 

4:10 PM Nancy Faulkner Ph.D, -abuse 
4: 45 Questions 
5:00 PM Conference Ends 
9:00 PM Awards Presentations 


Friday, May 14, 1999 
Roanoke & Rappahannock 


‘EXHIBIT #20 
‘P.A.R.E.N.T. Conference 
Agenda 
‘May 1999 


1 of3 


4/10/99 12;19 AM 
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P.A.R.E.N.T. Conference 


htlp://\vww. lionshoiise.org/PAREN17conference him 


Conference rooms, 

Hilton Crystal City 

9:00 AM Joe Howard, Director Of German Affairs German non-compliance to the Hague 
9:45 AM Questions 
10:00 AM NCMEC 
10:30 AM Questions 

10:45 AM Violaine Delahais, Director for European Affairs Country to Country treaties, related issues 
1 1 :30 AM Questions 
12:00 PM Break for lunch 

1:30 PM Mary Jo GrotenraiK - Justice Department, Fugitve Unit Provisional Arrest Requests 
2: 45 PM. Questions 

3:00 PM Dave Thelen, Committee for Missing children. About the UN posters. Related issues 
5:00 PM Conference day ends 


Saturday, May 1 5 
The Deweys 
Hilton Cry.stal City 

9:00 AM Margaret McClain New legislation in 1998 

9:45 AM Questions 

10:00 AM PIBE (Argentina) 

10:45 AM Questions 
11:00 AM VCA 
1 1 :45 Questions 
12:00 LUNCH 

1 :00 PM Steve Nunnally - Using the internet to find missing kids Founder of Knights of Kindness, 
online editor 
1:45 PM Questions 

2:00 PM Maureen Dabbagh Civil Disobedience 
2:30 PM Questions 

2;45PM Gus Zamora Covert Recoveries 
3:30 PM Questions 

3:45 PM Pat Roush • New legialation in 1998 

4: 30PM Questions 

4:45 PM Introducing the recoveries 

5:00 PM Conference Concludes 

SUNSET: Candle Light Vigil White House 


Parents and those attending are urged to reserve their hotel room as soon as possible. Rooms reserved at 
the Hilton by those attending the conference will be substantially reduced. You MUST tell the 
reservation clerk you are with the P.A.R.E.N.T. conference in order to receive the discounted rate. 
*Rooms are $99 per night. Call 1 -800-HOTELS to make your reservations. Shuttle service is available 
free of charge to and from the Reagan National airport to the hotel. 

Candles will be provided for those attending the candle light vigil as well as posters. 

Parents are urgd to wear T-shirts, buttons or other article which features their child(ren) during the 


2 of 3 


4/10/99 12:19 AM 
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‘EXHIBIT #21 
‘Terrorist Literature 
‘Cancelled Checks 
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All new episodes of the daily soap opera 


BOSNIA 

MASSACRES 


Place: Siebernica - Bosnia 
Time: Around the clock 


witliout a-xrace 
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INTERNATIONAL ISLAMIC RELIEF 
ORGANIZATION 

NORTH AMERICA 







AN EXTREMELY URGENT APPPEAL FROM IRO IN BOSNIA- 
HERCEGOVINA 


Reports from Bosnia-Hercegovina continue to dominate all newspapers, 
headlines and most UN, White House and Capital Hill meetings since the fall 
of Srebernica on Tuesday July 11, a city declared by the United Nations as a 
safe haven for Muslims. 

Within few hours Bosnian Serb Militias shattered the UN Troop's 
promise to protect Srebermca*s defenseless citizens. As soon as they seized the 
city, the Serbs began deporting its entire .Muslim population. Obviously, the 
Serbs were enjoying their favorite sport of ethnic cleansing. 

Nevertheless, the Serbs deliberately deported everyone except males 
whom they have saved for their other favorite sport, man slaughter. But that 
was hard to do because the cameras of almost every news agency in the world 
were watching, so they moved the prisoners to another location, and then they 
committed a horrible bloody massacre, something that became a fact of life 
v;ith every city the Serbs seize. 

Immediately following the attack, 30,000 helpless women, children and 
elders started a dangerous journey to safe areas, traveling on foot on an open 
road exposed to the wilderness and Serb attacks, hoping they will reach safety 
before it’s too late. 

Dear brothers/ sisters 

We send you this letter at these harsh times that our brothers and 
sisters in Bosnia are going through. On the open road, 50,000 refugees from 

Srebernica iomed by others from Zepa, another so called UN safe haven that 

was evacuated to avoid another massacre, are falling victims to the lack of food, 
water and medical help, especially the weak elders and pregnant women. It is a 
very urgent cause that cannot be delayed. We urge you to support IRO to 
provide the refugees with immediate help. Please donate generously. 

Thank you... May Allah reward you generously. 

Sulaiman A. Al-Ali 
Executive Director 

P.S. WbiU. wf.ItJnj Hiij H*, cih'v) ^ TuzlOj Ztpa, Si'h^c, GorolJ*. ano^ 

Sarajevo Wwt undLtr highb <m<l co^h'nuoWi bombordwwrtl- bj lit Serbs- 

Tbu huwbtir ^ cdiMoIhe/) in inertajin^- o ScoU, Wp 



360 S. Washington Street • Falls Church. VA 22046 • Tel; (703) 536-i!t70 (4476) • Fax: (703) 536-9170 
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INTERNATIONAL ISLAMIC RELIEF 
ORGANIZATION 

NORTH AMERICA 
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‘Terrorist Literature 
Catalogue 


P.O.BOX 2373 
QUINCY, MA 02269 
617-786-0314 
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f^ihi 1 jjiJ -rv 

^HaJ! /) iialirtAi! ijl ^ 

*ila>l ilAa. -rA 

Ain ^ *L^ i.ii^ '— ^ ~A 

; ji^ JUJ>! -ri 

Sj4!J)a11 

Uja^ - £ • 

jjxuXaV' JC. J>\illl - ^ . 

CujSH w1 jjaiill 

Lfi- ‘-jjj*-^ >»Vl -' ' 

AjjLi jisjVi -IT 

^jlMwliaV ^jiJl— \ T 

^jU H —1^ 

43\aMii! Jjil — ^ r 

\JjJ l^-u 

«-JsJI 4^ JXaA’ J j!l — > 1 

2j«D j -10 

La^_>j /ixaLaixll J!_>i! — ^ 0 

^Vl -1 1 

4^^ ^^1^ — ' 1 

jLa^l ^ 1 ift*n — JJaJ a£i«) — 1 V 

4j^j__JJl ajlaMiii ^Ijia — ^ V 

Aljii 4ilj>M -lA 

j^lfcVl 1^^“-* 4^! —1 A 

)(*UaiU a jiinl^a ^ U^jj* — 1 ^ 

^piiil >iJlj 

JJIjS -o. 

4.aj{>aJ ajl^ — T • 

Vi^ J 

jUH J 4j^l Jhi ulaw^l — Y ^ 

t^JLaS 4^-OT 

^yi ^ 4^L^V! -Y Y 

i'tf--^j Aaal —or 

Aiaj^UjjC4>i>-Yr 

«lI,^LaP ^ ^Jl —0 1 

^1 jMoj ^ ^ 

jk 9 jjikB CiUiiSLjj -0 0 

al ul^-TO 

{t->)^jI 

(^oitxiiVl j^jiUll ^jjis — TT 


jj ji -uS;j -TV 

>*JUfc Ijk o^j — oA 

cjJjVl «ilU 4jift JjJI — TA 

{T — ^ Aja^jaV! i tlJj — ■- — 



^IjiJl ft4ja 4 j^ — T • 
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CiLuxJall ^ ^ T A 

jiS jyj3 

^jjL* »U! -Y ^ 



CjUiajYi jj.* -Y T 

gijA-a -IT. 

\jla*«»B 0^^ — 

AjjUijy! Jfcj -YT 

-\r-i 


AjUaaJ ^jc J -Y 1 

u ji^IL 

a^IjB ^A.JI -' • * 

1^1 jS ^ LjaS -Yo 

i^r^j i^-j- -^^r 

' 

A^jitJ ■■~i*M»tiiil Ac.lj] — YY 

( J ejC-ill a jJ^dtA ijA t*.l«IL;. — 1 Tf 

i -"B • Y 

i-X^L^UjAljilV-YA 

tS iJjic. — 1 To 

.T 

AJaliSJ/l ^-YS 

(T-l) Aj_^ ~.\r\ 

j^Vl ^ aJUj . i 

A-l^ ^y, j*LL. -V. 

j-jj ^-uSjii -irv 

j__)B .0 

frljxB ^ — V^ 

^ irtlfiiyi jc.Imm - ^ T a 

2 ^ f^j* </* “' •*' 

(jsM -VT 

L? <, 1 ^ j ij ji^ ^ 

ji 4 ^ ^ * Y 

jiSa Jii -vr 

t>J tji (“V? - w . 

W.....B W A 

^ alaJS A^ -\ \ > 

l*l£aJ tJUjaJj »L*laJI —Vi 
.'mid* ijA »*l JJ — YO 

— j' -»''^ Ajj^ — VY 

ft 

jjjLiB jjB ~\ \ \ 

fij^ aIBjjc. ajj aj^ — YV 

Jjjl Jc.lL* (jlc. - ^ 

aJU v4-ac. -UY 

^ Y— i J A^j^B |j_jiaJl — VA 

3JL.J -T 

j*lSaJ ^X-al -nr 

dsn' J^y'' >','>» '» “'^Y 

3-«Vl Aaj,iaJ 1 — T 

— n i 

4 ui ^jll* — Aa 

o-l UjVj -i ( ’ 

’ — 1 ) wLifi/l j^jlu 1 j \ 1 * 

. 01 — — A 1 

ajiutJl CjISUJI -e 

-»j« b-paJ - n n 

i^i^l ■j'--.^ —AY 

(->“> 

vU jVI vjUi ^>1 - 1 1 V 

l^ajljo J jl^l l_L^J -At 

JjS]l Ju J>^ 

AfiljVl •jilUl JJi-j-nA 

♦l*kll -AY 

LjI J 1 IH 4 B (j* V J4^ 0* 

</ Jjyi J.^ jl_^ -ns 

|jL«jVl —AY 

<-i.liL7» -1 Y. 

V J»JI «!jj -AA 


( ) j'>»>^J-'Yl 

QJjJetiSiSi ^YY 

i4- 6.1 V J* 

Cjj&lUl -Y • 

. j ffli .JuS —1 

Aj^jSS •jj3SJl .JjB -> TT 

^XmVI yjj.j 1-*B —SI 

aID V] -J V -Y 

AnSjjJl ^ jjS -nfc 

— SY 

jjjtjifti j.«ll ""^ 

\ Y 0 

tj* jLJI j AaaUaJl —ST 

jl jill jiiij lju£ - £ 

Ujjl jL« -m 

g’b^ ;> ^ -Si 

(Y-^) S>^UJ ^jSill CjUI^I -0 

A^lj AjIU» .-iI joJ] - ' YY 

jjjiJlj -So 


% 
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ijA jjl jjSj — " ^ 

^LaIwi 

CJjaVl A^a-j ^ U jjji ~r\ 


Ji — 

jsSas ^ jii -rr 

jJliailj ^IJ! ija jJUJl — T 

iJiMil -"ir 

jjuvf fA ^ _vr 

^ ^!i<i1jB a^jmS ~r 

liiUfcj Ua -T 

Uj-j* ^ JUI.V 1 -rs 

ujjjarftllj — a.LM&*ll j Aal—aall —t 

uLi-j ^j] _ie 

^ tJll.aa — r C 

Ajlftlail ai_^All al^ 0a — O 


^ —VI 

^l-aVl Ax^laj^ ^jjL* ell! — ^ 

^jil 1 «ii«_j — TY 

pL-yi s> jj— -rv 

^T— ij eL«I*J! J j ijj i.ljijlja-4 — V 

OUji* -"lA 

,UiVl ^ -YA 

ijLJ^\ ji_p^ j»t 

iji«l«**IJ 1^ — *l 1 

J>J 1 mIJ -ri 


al j«ll ^ jil ^jitA -V . 

(T->)ja-.;AJ JaiL--S-£. 

Ajui) 6 l^j (Jui — 1 • 

jaJ' j^V ' -V ' 

(T-l) jSiJ Jiii -£1 

AJUaS ijjillj ^ 

tjiftjvJI — VY 

oLJil Wi-£T 

CfJ _^«. mJ 1 al^ ^ J ) 

J^j jc. <ii CjliMall CjI^ — VT 

a^L^ ^ £ r 

Ajjjfj/l ' ’i" 

(r-i) ^ _Vi 

CjjjSJI 

«_j Ailiiii! ^ i 

J— iH Jim. -VO 


4 cLu^I IIam! —^0 

mS J -YT 

aUkJI 

^J yjl ^ cfej “ ' 

*jn«lil iJjftJ — VY 

4g.l — iY 

("f — ^ iji» JJOjj — W 

^ Cil.MLla oVA 

jjjaB AaVl ajfc -1 A 

«<iJ Jci aJ^ aljAll —1 A 

Ui“ 'jjS j£Jj -V<^ 


al^ (J U j' ^ 

^UJI j^^a£ll ~A • 

AjSjJt «\il-0> 

^j',^' j i>iji!l Jaisk -T • 

.^uj — A^ 

(Y->) .^u»l jaS -O' 

Ajjal (Ja ^..aiS — T ) 

< 4 !* jjj -AT 

<J.uall 4^aJlj *- — OT 

■SnUall j f2L-Vl ^ ja. -TT 

(f — 5 ) t-i Jo^ AAjLh —AT 

•I jjSi 'ijic. ojS; ai -»r 

£jjlj AljJj J.5la.v; -rr 

lauji iJi\ -Ai 

4jiiiai1l t^aJI (ji* AijUa — oi 

ijiii il^la.1 a jki -T i 

^iL«yi ULal —AO 

ojiaj -oe 

AiLji! — T 0 

^^lUl ^ Cilisj -A^ 

tA_>o^ U^J “** 

(jLajyi AjJu (JaijO — T1 

SjS£JI ijU! -AV 

S jlj ^1 _OY 

vji- (Jj ifij -f V 

0 jaJU A^I -AA 

-OA 

A^U rLallla -TA 

J iLall lju jI_^1 —AS 

^ ijjj‘* na tjjl— OS 

jiili ^>. ,»iu: ijui -r “1 

V-w-S ^ jJUJI -S . 

AuJa —1 • 

Uac jA Js — V • 
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( r - s ) u '>' 

^ lA ”''" 

jjsJ ! jiUij 

^ T— 1 ^ jCLJlj “* 


( T -\) ^;^■^s jlliiU V^lSe Sjtu -^ 

3 jJ.i iiTi Sjijt — T 


jau s ._ j >) j -~^ 

CjUo^^J ( jyiaJi«S { j 2 lai "'f 

•— ,3 fai,JjA fcjtjS 
S .\\»H j ^ u«a tAi* B ‘■ . i <>^ ^ ” ^ 

S > j!I JjjU ~° 


_^Vl j — Y 

-'!■ 

( jl alwiaM ^ ^ — * 

f j l aLi xB J^J ( J » 1 «S — ^ 

jUmiII (ja —V 


JU >- J ' ' 

a jjj^ SUUa A * **''' 

^1 JiS >^ (•' J 3 IV ' ~'^ 

a jJliS lA ^ ** ' ^ 
'. ji*-j j >»- e ^*— * ■* 

t ^ j>«]l . it^i ..a 

IjiVi jljJuJ 4 l » j -( 

^ CmJS La (jali jhuh — Y 

^ 1 ,^^ “"Y 

SLuiLaj 

^ijMjUltj 5 jjSll — ® 

al^Laj 


IjlSj ^ Ciy^ ^5JL« tja IjLal —A 

ili ±aa-t /'lUiLii ^U 

^ UUl . -' j ^' O ^ <^*^'j J -' 


^ Ji ^ jUiL JtfjayJt allM 

^ je . <. rJ ^ i » a ^ — Y 

{T-V)(-S|ly.li-T 
(Y-> ^ <111 A AjiUJ ^IjiJl -t 

^Vi aUj a ^ 

( Y -^) 4 jj \ MaJj -1 


^Y— \) fil^ ljajLo 

( j ^_>* (^ ^■ “ ‘ V 
gjliH A ji *^ Ul 3 — 

(jU^ jil (JjU^ 

M^i J! yuj -11 

ajijjl ' _ ' 1 *^ Olttj — 1 V 
l^»aSa^j S^t.inill Aiuaa — 1A 

«uVi ijSi 
<11 ^ • 
* jC - jD ^ -1 • ^ 
(Y“ ^ ) uiJJJ^j * — ^ • T 
» l__^t I 1 • r 

<lyjl ^Laj — ^ • i 
^ Y — ^ A ' '‘'•' L>^*W — 1 • * 

^ <B (jit J Jill — ^ • 1 
(JLwbll lj«- -'-I — > t V 
tJlaUlfj ija ^1 .j»<«5l — ^ • A 
(Y— CjljjliJl *jj^ ^ ijliSj — ^ *1 
jail A^aSaa -Hi 

wL - ltylaiOl ^ Il-UT 
^ a JjaJ ! fiA ^ —MY 


Jje - AM ! Jje 


< jjj *« A aIS .!*. •J — Y 
1 ^ ^ '*'■»'«* — Y 

< j « 5 lau ! < J_jJ 
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<aJ jjjS - -IT 


JAi jil ^j^' J AiSj - ' 

i^\ ^ _*\r 

11^ ^ -YT 

jle. jjlB (JjjliSl -y 

jJlc uUa& '-'M 

aJS — T i 

y^UiaV) ^ Cjj^^ " 

i jL,. — *l6 

ji^yi jiiji J)-Y» 

tjjj!l«iH Aoal — ^j^UofcJI 4^1 — £ 

«ux-i ij -n 

^ JjS -Y*V 

^aJjaI j jiSl) aUUcaj uUmU —0 

i^ij^ tj_^l — AV 

-TV 

J— flSii*]! ^ 

3 III ^ — *\A 

UJ>“ '^' UJ>^ 

fttia jj_5 4SU -V 

jUaJl ;^IJ1 -\0. 

— T^ 

A^a^LuV* <&LiJi ^ —A 

Ailji a«.Vl -Y. 

■ “ij — £ ' 

li.lVlLa li^^ L-1*| — ^ 

<tL>^ ^ yUj -Y1 

puViiiaii-ii 

(Jm ;ia ^ iljlijjL.A — \ • 

.n — YT 

Ij&A^ jLkj— £T 

ki jUaH tjjl ^ 1^1 jUj ^ 

ul-iV' 

•jUiJI u >iT 

(Y-\),j^^;,ljS-U 

a^Ini ULJaS "V i 

tJLj - i i 

UH AS 1 T 

jj — Y« 

— to 

4.ua£>A]l aIjJ — ^ £ 

(jjiaJij j'jis -vn 

J1 j21_>aJ) -£*1 

^1 AjSw —'l ^ 

jljjSI oi -VY 

Ij >£ Y 

aUsJi ^s& — ^ ^ 

(_y]i .i|j ■■■ — VA 

jl 5^1 - £ A 


0" 

(Y-i) owvi oij4:-ii 

(_^UJ1 iiJ i jt! (3 “ ^ A 

(jjWbUi <!L«j —A • 

<jl KjinB — d > 

Jlill VJJ J* “^ * 

A»iJl (Jjj AiaVI "A^ 

O^A ‘.'^;**j >91 

(J^llaiOAil jjii Asl jS — T ^ 

ika 2a:^iU! -AT 

-9T 

4^mJI — TT 

—AT 

-»T 

ciijai j»l ^ <!i^j -YT 


ja,Ai9 -9 1 

i (j^ a^Uxmaj Y £ 


ij^ 

LJ_yhiM]l — T 0 


aU AilU 

jM 


*1 _>«aJt -OY 

Ajjall ySils 1 :Sa -TY 


aI^ Ai -9A 

jj*\ ^ J -T A 


•SiVl -01 

lSjj.1 -VI 


aJL,^ -T. 

-oil ^ t5-T. 


<>_4^ — T > 

fiX-iVl k.^ — T \ 
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t^jL-cuDj ^ t>l jiSaJ ;> -t ^ 

^ wU j# -t uuirij u—j -rt 

aid ^ JUfrV o* 

fiSaJ jfcilkiiS Sjiil -i Sj^t —Tif 

5— ai 1^ s*?_^ -d (U^ jSJ <^j&B JLacI 4> -re 

(a^) vl«S JUft^ 4>-rn 
Cw »>•* ® ""r ^(j<oiL9i.yi J (.jjSA (JL*frt —TV 

uj^j A^_yiA*-»s —A ^Lj ^ C-^ jfci*«a — rA 

i-s j«>“^ — —< ^jui«B C)"^ ^,j*» ■ rtH tj — r^t 


A-*a. — ^ \ 
^ jjjalixB Aoak.* - > Y 
jli viil ja.1 - ^ r 

(J~iasl_j aIH— ^ jjjjljJI LjJ — ^ £ 

Xjjl«D Sj_^ —\6 

yliai, -n 
f » jV~ i wlj ^ — A V 

■>^ <^ ^ 

ij aJj — ' ^ 
SLuLiJ! t.><A — Y > 
•UiLka 1^ uUuL^ — T \ 
vUi J -YY 

Aijlall wljjiJt —TT 
-Y£ 

tJ5^.»laD ija*** “Y e 
*5jJl •! ji« -Yl 
u*>%^ jjJ *l-?.j -YV 
A^l -YA 


(©A) ^ ^y\ »U1D aJI-I -i . 

^V’ 

wL^ j ijfi. A>»IS — £ Y 

{ *\\ ) alia Aii-! -iV 


^ g rj-^ .,o ,jc ^Uj 

^ -Y 

^Ull cujS -r 
(•^y* - i 

—O 

f'jaJS j (ju JjiS -Y 

JUill -V 
T 

^ -A 

» 

*Vi jffc* ijj_>s*i) — ^ • 
Ai J 1>* IjjS j wiii IX» — > Y 

/ 

^ J Y 

^jaJ^ V.t.., -ir 

aJc. aU y^L ^^£liS -Y £ 

( A*L**a jAjjJI ^ -M, 

<il jIj ^jic. — \ 1 


{Y-^)U^ .ijJ JcSj4l>J-1 

aB jjj^ Ui jiij — Y 

A iilmjJ jjUaai — Y 

A£iM«^!j AiuiS iJa} ~£ 

(Y-l) Jjiij isjS J jbJ jc,j 11 -a 

j jjlii.wD — Y 

^T-\ J .i^ ^jli ^jj3! Aa.__^ -V j 
jUSD L Jliia.V! j»£a. -A 
a _^>« r A«<Jl AiaSUayi CjI£__>^ — S 
Cjla^ j«&I i'>j_> »^»*]l — w 

aB (Jjj'f Laj |kSiaJ Aj**l — M 
Aja.ia ^ I — ^ Y 
(Y-i) A^_ja Uj©*5Ji«t "ir 

(Y-^) ^yi 'alia 

AiD jji* — \ © 

(£A-^) y^_^V! alii!! Ail-i -n 

I^Y— ^ ^ ■ V ^ I'lfal ’- I Y 

jil! ,iu^ uI^aD - 1 A 
^ Jji^ U ^jjjSii«ai — > ^ 

O* [J^ aIImiI — Y • 

2;*jJ 

«iLuA 4flU2 S^l>. -YY 
jjjjlillj {^\^l — YY" 
Jjil Ji>fc»-Yi 
t^yij CM' jijSja^ t3*li "-Y © 

Affl ^ Ijjis-YY 
aIS yjt ^ — YV 
J^y\ vb-,1 -YA 

clijll J i_jjiJl — Y1 
jj.a»i!! ^Jb«(•l — Y • 
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iUaJI ^ 

'ULbiH ^jjiin <ojL^ — y 

' _ '.''^t*^ j (jji u jsi — r 

{j* I'll-^itMi — i 

sL^ C:l.«jAa —d 
ujl ja^S/l Sj jfc ^ fclilSj —'I 
(Y-1) kljlja-aJ Sjj-I ^ ijljJaj -V 
(.liLJS —A 


(Y — ^ J SjLLktfS tiiL* ^ T 

jL^l^i Aiui^ —\i 


tj l.y..y i -ijj — \ Y 
^Ijll Aii - '' A 
■ I jjj^ — ^ ^ 
j^V' (_>* jiJJ “’f • 

;iLuii ^UjVi > 

;^J- 'Ifilljj — TY 

kjU^j fipUja^ — Yr 

•Vji 

JL ^ ^ __)iaaJ1 — Y O 

^j*^u 

(jtjisyi (ijfrLi -1 

SjA^ali -y 

(Y — ^ .,yi -^mS — T* 

S>h-aJ JjJ jJa ^ Ol*^ jj ” ^ 


t^*<*<* j {j^ J - \ 

SL^aJI (J — Y 

j — Y* 

t_.il.^.>. — £ 

^HkJI ^ -0 

.j » < B {^ji,»i>.n — Y 
— V 

jjjjjJjfl j!j -A 
CjU^j ->Y 

(J^Vl tlil a.iii« — ^ • 

jljPj a-i^B ^ — ^ ^ 

—'i Y 

•La^ 

jjJ ilL-j —W 
■■i»B — 1 o 

iAumA ->_• ■- —1 Y 

Aj^ AX^ V 

Cu£. aJ]1 ij^ —\K 
A ■lii>B ii M 

S jjiB JSVj -Y . 

cJ 0^ “Y ' 
»>iB JWj-YY 
<>-jj6. yUj-TT 


v,>-j5S O* ” ' 

^Y 

4j_^ujll ^ -f 

A4jxi Aj^! — £ 

•Uyi — o 

5^_/— J -Y 
sl^ jg^pji _V 

{Y-^J Ja«jUa ^ Ai^ -A 


c iilniB 

(j t J.MAil tjyj (JlSSVl tju k-ia jaB — Y 
(jl »Uiull Qd%tt^ ijA — r 

Ac.jjk4]t CltjU^ j -j.-Vl —i 

ijii^ CiUt^j -® 

^jjHj JA jS jii ^Lk*31 -Y 

(j,!^ ly, jjI£^ — V 

a^^UB Cj\^jLi — A 
Sjl^j — Y 

tjjSj • 

i^XwiSfl ^ tjiitjBj — \ ) 

^kB jLiu ■ *j^ — \ Y 
•Ji^ i>* lHJJJ - ' Y 
u jBiB uIamjm — ^ £ 

S JJ > ^ «l LlllSXaa — > o 

^UVl j4La. -n 

Cii jj«Ji jirt 1^ JaLuB - ' V 
jj.iiYll ^ ji JjaI — ^ A 

(*jWI J! jl jll — ' Y 

5ji^l» ill tjjifl AApaI — Y • 

(r-^) ^ ^i*u3-Yi 

jj* JpAoB “YY 
k- — TT 
AaILm A,«Lei JaUSi ~T £ 
J^V' “YO 
—YY 

^kXJl A^ Jj^Uwl A^ -TV 

kiipj (ju kli^ -T A 
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—y 

^jU-a -£ 
jjijiB -•V 

iliL^ S >V 5 -V 

^jjH OjiaJ' -A 


aUaJ ^ ^iHiiii A.<4>a — ^ 
a JjWI Ltf j'>*^ ’■'*' 
^a.!aS jj.* Uij^ — f 
^ 2^iiU jt Jdk "* i 

Ud-J> -® 

aJjiaJ A^Llsn ^ — *’ 


jL^aM AM/^h 

^UJl wU>« 

jaJ S^jfc. “ JjiaS U-ik. -T 

AiUl ^ 

IjiiL ijJ«W V -i 

*1*^ »_Ajiiil —ajbhMS ■' ’--' —O 

J^j Ai^J .J* 
lj)iik jjiSl IjjSii -V 


•UjiJ f* 

(\-^) iljs^i «j -t 

0* * ijs^ J* “■'^ 

Jj»-i fS* ~£ 

^a]L<A9 i..«IvJ IjLJ —o 

* I lyi t ll ^ j \i« j AjaiS — "S 

AjiJI «tjb 1 ^^, J —V 
5J j»l jd ^ <.yu« -A 

ijtt i^jAiii j 

Jt^j Ai— ^ J — \ • 

<>>3^ <J,>^ ^ 

SjIjc. -iy 


I'lili.iih tjMuT^ ~Y 
wii — '*' 

^UaP -£ 


ti i^>Ul ■ ‘i * -^ '— **< 

fSjjt (> ljji»l -V 
Ol^ JJ -A 


^‘'^ ''■■'t~~~^ ■ULa 1 ~ ^ ^ 


vliljS ,_^)ji4fl jjji- ^ v4^ 

»'.<WJ — Y £ 

vSl jJ£. \ O 

ij JjJ/'j -iaBjB (jj# i-jUiJJ - Y "1 
fi^ Jit vJjAj Ijs* -W 
^jjU .IjaJI jtJ — Y A 


^ J^ aL-«i — * jaaii — 

(-t - ' ) fUJl j flj-J j '.li Jl fis^l ^ - 
{r-ijiisjjjfU^^- 
(T — IJ * .'J ' 'n*j “ 
(U-lj Sj^ iaij - 
(1 £-1) S^jj>Vi - 
Ui—S ~ 
SIS jj - 

cHii - 

(T-S) »fl Ji Sjc-d -( 
J-s 


Aj»rt*i«|l ^ .^Lla '-T 
(Y— ^ ^ ijjl ~Y 


tf-yi j!ij=£jiJ^i-' 
~ aJ Ja«J *lj?k “Y 
-r 

{Y-^j OUl^l j\jx~i 

Ataal) ^iU -® 
<?> t> Ja -“ 
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^ J CApajS 

ii5jS i><ir> B — ^ 


JiUia — Y 

*1^ Cii {jA »t»J 

4 ^j«!_pa iSkk -r 

jJia^ 

.ia.iAlilljip 

hJa. ijL»i 

(jjjkB .Ua.! -* 


lijUl -1 


JjSaJl (^bj -“V 

ijif jjliSS 

jjli^Lii —A 

^ ^*•'H Oi} ^*^“'**^ sij>«kll 

jLlVl _^ac. — S 


— ^ ♦ 


t>*yba — ^ ^ 
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9 . SAUDI FUNDAMENTALIST 
NETWORKS 


Three key factors explain Saudi Arabia’s role in the expan^ 
sion of aHRrfical force 

behind the Idrrgdoras the banking system as the 

instrunient of the kingdotn’s tehgious ambitions; and oil as 
a deterrent weapon against the West. The Afghan conflict 
was the catalyst fer these different interests, clearing the way 
for the expansion of a radical Islam and for those thousands 
of fighters who volunteered to join the rebellion. 

With its oil interests in mind, plus the threat of Arab 
nadonalism,. and then the {raiuan revolution, Saudi Arabia 


began to lend its support, to the Sunni Islamist movemone in 
the 1970 s.^ The search fond central position of influence 
within the Muslim and Arab world wa^ as Kehard Lab^«e 
notes, one of the countrys rnajonpreoc^pations.^ It needed 
to dominate the religious front in order to keep the peace and 
maintain its monopoly on the political front. The backhorie of 



'aums 


^support for 


^tamic banks, includmg Fais?d-Fmance and Ai^Barakas 
Saudi Arabia also took advantage of the rise in 


79 
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82 Jean-Gharies Bmsmrd AND Guillaume DASQuiid 


centers arolmd the world; In Europe, it funded the construc- 
tion of Mosques in Madrids Roraci Mantes4a-Jolie, Evry, and 
Gopenhagen, 

Clearly, Saudi Arabia has played a decisive role in the 
spread of hard-line Islam around the world, notably with the 
help of petrodollars, cleverly used in the framework of 
Isiamization projects. Perfecdy integrated into the capitalist 
system, Saudi Arabia played the market well — so well that its 
capital has become indispensable in keeping the world 
economy working smoothly. Since it had such an important 
energy reserve, the Saudi kingdom found its proselytizing 
activities protected by the worlds superpower, the United 
States. There was no stopping Saudi Arabia then, even though 
such violent groups as Hamas in Palestine, the Taliban in 
Afghanistan, and die GIA in Algeria depended on it. 

Osama bin Laden was a by-product of this. In 1978, at the 
request of Saudi secret service chief Prince Turki AI-Faisai, bin 
Laden founded an organization to export this combatant 
Islam on Af^an soil, called the “Islamic Legion.” He went to 
Peshawar in Pakistan to meet Sheikh Abdullah Azzam, a Pales- 


tinian who would become his spiritual guide. Responsible for 
leading the Arab volunteers in the fight against the Soviets, 
Azzam created the “Afghan bureau,” or the reception center 
for the Arab volunteers, in the early 1980s. Bin Laden soon 
became the offices financial manager, and eventually replaced 



1006 


Forbidden Truth 83 


exile in Sudan, and after dae numero us pre-^September 11 
""aftSBrs thatTjave^'te n'^^ ra^ sources, 

including bin Laden himself during an interview on ABC, 
reported that until very recently, Turki Al'^Baisal and his emis- 
saries made frequent trips to Kandahar in Afghanistan to meet 
their “proteg4” who was gradually hecbming something of an 
undesirable. In an unpublished inteiyiew giyen to a |ournalist 
from the French daily fw«ce,S(?zr in April 1995, bin Laden con- 
firmed this, saying that “the Saudis had chosen [him] to be their 
representative in Afghanistan. 

To support the war effort, Saudi= Arabia built a vast net- 
work of Islamic charitable and mutual assistance organiza- 
tions, many of which were, in reality, recruitment and 
financing centers for bin. Ladens activities. These “humani- 



tarian” organizations offered the advantage of being much 



m®mtain«l close ties with all of ffie known Islamic groups. 


less controllable from a financial point of view. The largest 


Founded in Jeddah, Saudia Arabia, in 1978, IIRQ is based 
in more than 120 countries. It is an Islamie mutual assism^ 


organization in the health, humanitarian, and agricultural 
sectors, covering alt Islamic fronts, from Bosnia-Herz^ovina 
to Chechnya to Afghanistan. 

The association officiary admits to being ftinded by “gen- 
erous Saudi donors,” using the system, t^^^ 
that requires subscribers, whether public or private entities, 
when purchasing shares to donate a cerutm amount of their 
own ftmds that is separate from the purchase. And so, between 
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AfFara, aa intermediary for arms sales, is implicated in the 
Sawari-2 affair. 

It so happens that the IDF was located at the same Oxford 
address as Imag ai arie n d t . .Mamig lUdkC Organizadaijn 
(IIROX one l»n iEia^lK!0l]p^eQ;|: c^tiecs. 

Aiirolher organization, the Oxford Trust for Islamic Studies, 
is also located at the same address in England. 

Even more troubling, the bin Mahfouz family holding com- 
pany, SEDCO, has a British subsidiary called SEDGO Services 
Limited,^ registered on December 6, 1994, in liondon. As of 
September 6, 1999 , thecompanys address was the same as that 
of the International Developrhent Foundation. 

Camille Chebeir the Rcesident of SEDCO Services, was 
vice president and CEO of the Saudi National Conunercial 
Bank, headed by Khalid bin Mahfouz. On December 2 li 
19S^, he was appointed a board ihember of Hybridon Inc. as 
a representative of SEDCO,- which is a shareholder in the 
American pharmaceutical group. 

Mohanuned Salim bin Mahfouz is also the foimderof the 
Saudi Sudanese Bank in Khartoum, Sudan. 

One of Khalid bin Mahfouzs sohsi Abdul Rahman bin 
Mahfouz, is a manager of the Sudanese branch of the Saudi 
charity organization Muwafaq fIScssed Relief)> suspected of 
helping to orgffliize the assassinadon attempt against Egyptian 
president Hosni Mubarak in Ethiopia in 1995.^- This drgani- 
zadon, suspected of having des to Osama bin Laden, is also 
accused by the CIA of having xeefeiv^ fujMh via t^^^ 
National Conamercial Bank, headed at the time by Khalid bin 
Mahfouz. 
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Ramadan cHeBralion just part of exper 

ASU home to majority 


By DaleHUl 

The Hemid Sbiff 


Abstinence from food, drink and 
iQterctnnse is required during 
the daylight hours of tte Islam holy 
month of Ramadan. Ramadan, the 
ninth month in the Islamic calendar, 
began with the appearance of the 
new moon on Jan. 21. During 
Ramadan, Moslems around the 
world fast from dawn to dusk for 30 
days. 

The Islamic V community of 
Jonesboro meets ek:h evening at the 
mosque located on the comer of 
Rogers Street and Johnson Avenue. 
They break the daily fast with a 
commun ity meal, then they gadie r 
ferdirSvehing prayed ^ 

/ Abdulbaset Al-Onuou^assistanf 
^euiUf Vra^fiSnic Center oi 
/Jonesboro, said there are betweeii 
/ 250 and 300 members of the Islam^ 
/ cmnmuniiy i n the area. He mrkt 

4hu&e iie Arkansas State 
University students but he is not 
exactly sure because they do not 
keep membership lists. 

T' AlOmary. a graduate student in 
computer science, said the commu> 
nity began because of the Saudi 


Project started at ASU in 1982. 
According to Dr. Eugene Smith, for- 
mer president of the university, the 
project was a contract between ASU 
and U,S- Customs. 

Tbou^ the main pan of Uie pro- 
gram has expired. Ai-Omary said 
Moslems still, come to Jonesboro 
because of the reputation of the 
Islamic community. 

Al-Omary said he has encoun- 
tered some difficulties b e ca us e he is 
hrom the Middle East. **1 tried to rent 
a house yesterday," he said. “The 
owner said he would meet me there 
in 15 minutes. When I got there with 
my family, he said the house had 
already been rented.” 

Al^-Omary said a friend of his 
who recently moved here had to 
leave one of his wives behind. The 
Koran, the Moslem scriptures, 
allows a man to have up to four 
wives, as long as he can care for 
them properly and &ifiy. 

The Code of Fedtfal Regulations 
stales, “An immigiant shall be ineli- 
gible under INA (immigration and 
Naturalization Act) 212(a)(9)(A) 
only if the alien is coming to the 
United Slates to practice polygamy." 

Public Law of June 27. 1952. 
under the section titled. General 
Classes of Aliens Ineligible to 


Receive Visas and Excluded from 
Adtniaion. states, “Aliens who are 
polygamists or who practice 
polygamy or advocate the practice 
of polygamy.” 

V Ai-Omary said he feels there are 
many misconceptions about the 
Moslem faith and way of life. He 
said, “Jihad means struggle, not war 
against people. It is a personal and 
holy struggle to be pure.” 

According to the Islamic 
Information and News Network, a 
subsidiary of the Pakistani News 
Service. “Islam is a religion of peace 
and order. Contrary to what many 
acts of violence by extremist groups 
may convey, Islam never encourages 
or tolerates the killing, kidnapping 
and oppressing of the innocenL" 

The primary literature of the 
Moslems, the Koran and the Sayings 
of Muhammad confirm this. 

The Koran teaches that. 
“Whosoever killeth a human 
beifig...it chatl be as if be had killed 
all mankind...” (The Koran 5:32; 
The Sayings of Muhammad teaches 
“A mosiem is he from whose tongue 
and hands people are safe...” 

Al-Omary said the termi 
“Moslem” and “terrorist" uscc 
together are offensive. “We are no 
eves allowed to bug our neighboi 


EXHIBIT #25 
Al-Omary Interview 
The Herald 
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iences of Jonesboro Moslem community 

'/ Jonesboro ’s Moslems 


with loud music,” he smd, “We live 
our entire Ufe to please God I am a 
student to pJease God. 1 work to 
please God. Doing good things 
pleases God.” 

The Islamic Information and 
News Network claims the Sunnite 
sect comprises 95 percent of all 
Moslems. The rest are Shi'ites living 
maizUy in Iran and Iraq, 
f According to the Encyclopedia 
Britannica, “It is on the character of 
tae tmamate (the office of the 
L&ams) and the readings of the 
Koran that the Shi’is and Sunnis pri- 
marily disagree. (For the ShiMtes) 
the imam is sinles. endowed with 
snpcrnauiral knowledge and power, 
ad C3q»b)e of interpreting infallibly 
tbfcKoran.” 


Al-Omary said, “Suanah comes 
fram the tradition of the prophet. 
Sfai'ite is in favor of someone. The 
imam leais in prayer and on 

ftkJay night 

^ “He does not have authoity over 
oar life. I am responsible only to 
Cid" 

^He said Louis Fanakhan’s Nation 
oilslam is neither Sunni nor Shi'ite. 
■jTVe call ji Farrajkhanism.” la 
. J «‘%lam is a religion of peace," he 
aie a people of faith and 




Pt»h> tff Ooug Copparnoii 

Moalem men share the traditional Ramadan meal at 
sunset in the Islamic mosque on the comer of Rogers 
Street and Jcrfinson Avenue near the university campus. 
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Form Confirmation 


Thank you for submitting the following information-. 

Name: Margaret McClain 
Company: 

Address: 504 West Cherry, Jonesboro AR 72401 
Telephone; (870)972-803 1 
Email: dmcclain@insolwwb.net 


Comments 


Dear CUd Watch! Please add my missing child, MACHMsL HEIDI AL-OMARY, to your web page^ She to been 
mtemationally abducted to Saudi Arabia by her non-custodial father. You may obtain her photo from the Heidi s 
Hope" web page at; 


ht t p ; / Avww.i n solwvvb . nefr—dmcclain/ 


Return to the form. 


^EXHIBIT #26 

*Child Watch Registration 



1012 


From: Jim Jennings [ Jienning@HillandKnowlton . com] 

Sent: F'riday, August 28, 1998 2:35 PM 


rtiaraaret 


My name is Jim Jennings, and 1 am the Director of National 
Practices for Hill and Knowlton in the United States, and I have 
seen recent email traffic about your concerns over meetinas at 
the National Press Club next week. While I am saddened over the 
human pain you must be suffering, I need to make sure in vour 
efforts during this period that you realise [sic] you have some 
facts sorely wrong, and are completely mistaken if you believe in 
any way, shape or form that our company is involved '.with this 
matter or representing any aspect of the government of Saudi 
Arabia on any matter. 


xaw iUUSL ue r 




O C J. c u 




Any SUCH reprosentation under US 

Department of Justice under the requirements of the Foreign 
Agents Registration Act. All registration is open to anv public 
inquiry, and I encourage you to confirm that we do not represent 
the foreign^ government you suggest we do but also to confirm to 

■ — — ■■ y®t you state boldly in your email that we do, and 

that we have reserved rooms next week for some event we have 
utterly nothing to do with. 


We reserve rooms regularly for press briefings at the National 
Press Club as you would expect given the breadth of our corporate 
clients who are in the news. Indeed we reserved a couple of rooms 
next week there, but for a corporate client of record, not the 
Saudi government. You have made a leap in vour assumptions which 
IS not factual. 


We wish you all the best in the struggle to find your children, 
but respectfully request that yea set the record straight with 
your constituencies, and in no way include us in some list of 
companies to be boycotted. You are fighting what you believe is a 
travesty of justice, and I am sure in that process do not want to 
commit one yourse.lves. 

Many Thanks. 


‘EXHIBIT #27 

"Hill & Knowlton Email 

August 1998 
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A P-P.F N n I X r T T F N T T. T S T q 


1937 (Hill and Knowlton in Cleveland) 

Akron Chamber of Commerce 
American Iron and Steel Institute 
Austin Company 
Berger Manufacturing Company 
Block Company 
Cleveland Bakers Ciub 
Cleveland Chamber of Commerce 
Eaton Manufacturing Company 
Electric Vacuum Cl. 

Euclid Avenue Association 
Greater Akron Association 
Great Lakes Exp. 

Hill and Knowlton Special (steel research project) 

Midland Steel 

National City Bank Cleveland 
Otis Steel 

Petroleum Industrial Committee 
Pickand Mather 
Republic Steel Corporation 
Retail Merchants Board 
Standard Oil Company, Ohio 
Trundle Eng. Company 
Warner-Swasey Company 
Youngstown Sheet and lube 

[Source: La Follette Committee Hearings, Exhibit 6305, p. 15523.] 

1947-1948 (Hill and Knowlton, Inc., of New York) 

Aircraft Industries Association 
Air Power League 

American Institute of Steel Construction 
American Iron and Steel Institute 
Aviation Corporation 
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El Paso Natural Gas Company 

Ernst and Ernst 

Ethyl Corporation 

Falstaff Brewing Corporation 

Farm Service Industries Committee 

Gillette Conripany 

Lead Industries Association, Inc. 

Licensed Beverage Industries, Inc. 

Life and Casualty Insurance Company 
Lily-Tulip Cup Corporation 
Marathon Oil Company 
Murchison Brothers 
New York Life Insurance Company 
New York University 
Owens-Illinois, Inc. 

Packard Bell Electronics 
Procter and Gamble Company 
Richardson-Merrell, Inc. 

Savings Banks Association of New York State 
Schlumberger Limited 
Southern Railway System 
State Education Department of New York 
Tobacco Institute, Inc. 

Union Pacific Railroad Company 
United Gas Corporation 


Alcoa IrtWrfiatibnal, Inc. 

First National City Bank 

Gillette Company 

Hong Kong Chamber of Commerce 

Hoover Worldwide Corporation 

Hughes Aircraft Company 

Imperial Tobacco Company of Canada Limited 

Marathon International Oil Company 

Ministry of Tourism, Bahamas 

Monsanto International 

Newsprint Information Committee of Canada 

Philips Phonographic Industries 

Procter and Gamble Company 


Riegle Jr , "HiJl andKnowhon, ItK — H," Harvard Business Scfcol 
Box 6 , Folder 9 , JWH.) | 


198 Appendix 



1016 


Exhibits Provided by Samiah Seramur 
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STATEMENT OF SAMIAH SERAMUR 
BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM 
OCTOBER 2, 2002 

Mr. Chairman, members of Congress, last month, I was graced by God to become one of 
the privileged few to ever see her American child again after being held against her will 
in Saudi Arabia for over eight years. No words can express how it feels to be able to 
touch my daughter again, watch her sleep, kiss her goodnight, or see her walking down 
the street with her head held high. 

We thank the Committee on Government Reform for all of its concerted efforts to assist 
American citizens overseas and especially for its efforts to make it possible to bring my 
American daughter Maha home. We also want to thank Col. Norville DeAtkine, 
Ambassador Hume Horan. Admiral James Lyons, Secretary of State Powell, and 
President Bush for the initiatives taken toward resolving the issues pertaining to 
American citizens in Saudi Arabia. Last but not least, my daughter Maha and I extend 
our greatest gratitude to all of the Saudi citizens who risked their lives to assist us 
throughout all of these years in bringing her home. 

We have been asked here today to testify. The core of my testimony is the protection of 
American citizens overseas, irrespective of political influence, age, or gender. I realize 
that today’s hearings specifically address Saudi Airabia, and 1 am here to tell you the truth 
about my case, my daughter’s heroic escape for freedom and our two heroes left behind. 

For over eight years, I have been refused all but limited, tape-recorded telephone contact 
with my three children. The U.S. Department of State attempted to conduct “welfare 
visits” to no avail. Every time I officially requested a Welfare Visit, and the U.S. 
Department of State made attempts to visit my children, I was warned by my Saudi ex- 
husband and certain Saudi officials against getting the U.S. government involved. When 
my children informed me that my son was beaten, I contacted the Department of State. 
They informed me that since my son was alive, it was in his interest that I do not ask 
them to contact the local authorities to get involved since the consequences may be even 
more severe for my son. 

This past summer, some Saudi nationals contacted me fearing for the safety of ray 
children. I was able to establish secret contact with Maha June 17 using Microsoft 
messenger. For over one and a half months, my daughter and I planned her escape to 
freedom. On July 3, 1 requested the children’s American passports be expedited to me. I 
received them in America after August 18. I notified the U.S. Department of State that 
Maha and her family were going on vacation to Malaysia and that my children were 
begging me to meet them there from where we could return to America. 

The U.S. Department of State warned me against going to Malaysia stating that I may be 
accused of kidnapping and sent to prison. I was informed that I would be subject to 
Shariah law and that other countries such as Morocco or Bahrain would have been 
alright, but not Malaysia. They contacted me by telephone daily warning me to 
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reconsider my plans. I refused. They told me tens of times that I should get an attorney 
and be prepared for a very long, drawn-out Shariah court hearing. 1 was told numerous 
times that 1 should have a lot of money and be prepared to pay for lodgings that they 
would suggest to me should we be prevented from leaving Malaysia. 

Both the Department of State and a Malaysian embassy official told me to inform my 
children about the fact that they could be returned to their abusive father and that our 
plans could have very serious consequences. I refused. The Department of State told me 
on more than one occasion within the couple of weeks before my departure for Malaysia 
that they wanted to go meet with the children in Saudi Arabia. I told them that, under no 
circumstances should they contact the children or attempt to contact them in Saudi Arabia 
on numerous occasions. DOS then asked to contact the Malaysian government on 
numerous occasions and informed me that if they could not contact the Malaysian 
government before my daughter attempted her escape that the escape would not be 
possible. I informed them on numerous occasions that they should, under no 
circumstances contact either the Malaysian or Saudi governments. 

I was asked for photos of the children for their passports three separate times from two 
embassies and the Department of State. Correspondence was inaccurately forwarded to 
the parties concerned in Malaysia to the point that when I arrived, they had none of the 
photos or emails detailing the abuse suffered by my children. My emails were often 
returned, bounced off the DOS server. I was asked to come to the Embassy in Malaysia 
on three occasions before my children arrived, only to be threatened again to reconsider 
my plans. 

To sum it up, my daughter’s heroic escape was one of the worst nightmares that any 
mother could ever imagine, but we pulled through. Now it’s time to look back and 
reflect. We beseech you to use the information from these hearings in a positive way to 
come up with a solution, a new system with uniform procedures, guidelines, progress 
reports, checks and balances, a supervisory interagency working group, and 
accountability to protect, not oniy American citizens in Saudi Arabia, but all over the 
world. 

Page one of all U.S. Passports reads; 

“The Secretary of State of the United States of America hereby requests 
all whom it may concern to permit the citizen/national of the United States 
named herein to pass without delay or hindrance and in case of need to 
give all lawful aid and protection.’’ 

Perhaps it’s time those words had meaning. 

I welcome your questions, we are here to speak the truth. 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS 

IN THE CONSULAR DISTRICT OF JEDDAH 
SAUDI ARABIA 


The Jeddah Consular District is comprised of the administrative 
districts of the Western Province (Jeddah, Taif, Makkah, 

Rabigh, Yanbu and Medina) and the Southern Province (Abha, 
Khamis Mushayt, Najran, Baha, Gizan, etc.). The Eastern 
Province of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia lies within the 
jurisdiction of the American Consulate General in Dhahran. 

The United States Embassy in Riyadh covers all other districts. 

American citizens or residents who require legal services in 
the Kingdom should understand that courts in Saudi Arabia are 
based upon Koranic (Shari'ah) law, which is very different from 
American civil or criminal law. The services of an attorney 
schooled in Shari'ah law are highly advisable for anyone 
dealing with legal matters within the Kingdom. 

All important legal documents should be sent to or from Saudi 
Arabia by registered mail. Current rates for first class 
international air mail from the United States is $0.45 for the 
first half ounce and $0.45 for each additional half ounce up to 
two ounces. 

Please note that law firms in this country cannot perform 
notarial services: only a court of the Saudi Ministry of 
Justice has that authorization. Please also note that only 
legal representatives of Saudi nationality may present oases 
before a Saudi court, although non-Saudis may process cases for 
presentation . 


THE AMERICAN CONSULATE GENERAL IN JEDDAH ASSUMES NO 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE PROFESSIONAL ABILITY OR INTEGRITY OF THE 
PERSONS WHOSE NAMES APPEAR IN THE ATTACHED LIST. 


‘‘REVISION DATE: 17NOV92“ 
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CREDIT REPORTS 


Credit reports can sometimes be obtained locally from banks. The 
three American banks with affiliations in Jeddah are listed below 
together with the addresses of their local affiliates: 


U.S. BANKS OPERATING IN THE CITY OF JEDDAH 


(1) National Commercial Bank 
P.O. Box 3555 

Jeddah 21481 
Tel: 644-6644 
Telex: 605571 SJ 

(2) Saudi American Bank 
P.O. Box 490 
Jeddah 21411 

Tel: 653-3555, Ext. 200 

Tlx: 601968 SAMBA SJ 

(3) Saudi Investment Bank 
P.O. Box 5577 
Jeddah 21432 

Tel: 653-1010 
Fax: 653-2333 


(NCB) Bank of America 

Bank of America Center 
P.O. Box 37000 
San Francisco, CA 94137 
Telex: 34346 WUD 

Citibank , N . A . 

399 Park Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10043 
Tel: (212) 559-1000 

Tlx: 425911 Martiur 

Chase Manhattan Bank NA 
1 Chase Manhattan Plaza 
New York, N.Y. 10015 
Tel: (212) 552-2222 

Tlx: 232163 CMB DR 
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** ALMIHDAR LAW FIRM ** 

Kilo 4, Makkah Road 

P.O. Box 1180, Jeddah 21431, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 687-7326, 687-4909 

Tlx: 602713 CANTAB SJ 

Fax: 687-9668 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

This firm specializes in petroleum and mining 
industry law, corporate law, and business and 
industrial law; handles collections & trade disputes. 
Contingency element is included in fees. 


BIOGRAPHIC DATA : ALT HAMED ALMIHDAR 
Saudi citizen, born September 24, 1945, in Asmara. 
B.A. (1967), LL.M. (1968) and M.A. (1971) Cambridge 
University (UK). 22 years in legal practice; speaks 

Arabic and English. 


** ABBAS FAIQ GHA2ZAWI LAW FIRM ** 

94 Mohammed Al-Tawil Street, Mushrefah District 
P.O. Box 2335, Jeddah 21451, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 665-4646, 660-0087 
Tlx: 60096 FAIQ SJ; Fax: 665-9155 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

This firm specializes in Saudi corporate, fiscal, 
maritime and business law, and accepts collection 
oases on a percentage basis (15% to 20% upon recovery 
with a 2.5% downpayment). Also handles estates, trade 
disputes, translations, legal briefs and appeals. 

( 1 ) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : ABBAS FAIQ GHAZZAWI 
Saudi citizen, born 1930, Makkah, Saudi Arabia. 

Graduate Cairo University, Egypt, 1959. 

(2) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : WALID KHOURY RAPHAEL 

Lebanese citizen, born 1942. 

Licensed to practice in France (1965, 

Saint Joseph University, Lyon), and Lebanon (1966). 
B.A. Economics, American University of Beirut (1966). 
Specialist in business, maritime and insurance law. 
Speaks English, Arabic, and French. 
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(3) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : MAJID A. GHAZZAWI 
Saudi citizen; born 1960. 

Bachelor of Law, Ain Shams University, Cairo. 
Specializes in incorporation procedures; authorized to 
practice before all Saudi courts, committees and 
arbitration panels. Speaks English, French and Arabic. 

(4) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : MOHAMMAD BIN SAAD AL MOABY 
Saudi citizen; specialist in Shariah (Islamic) Law. 
Licensed to practice before all Saudi courts 
and arbitration panels. 

(5) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : ELDAW JUBARA BABIKER 
Sudanese citizen. 

Bachelor of Law (Hons.), University of Khartoum (1977). 
Specialist in banking, corporate and maritime law. 
Experienced in incorporation procedures. 

Speaks English and Arabic. 

( 6 ) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : DHAFER MOHAMMED AL AHMARY 
Saudi citizen; King Saud University, Riyadh. 
Experience in litigation before all Saudi courts, committees 
and arbitration panels. Specialist in judgements, 
extensive experience in debt collection. 


** HRH PRINCE SAAD AL FAISAL BIN ABDUL AZIZ LAW OFFICE ** 

IN ASSOCIATION WITH 
ARENT FOX KINTER PLOTKIN S, KAHN 

P.O. Box 15836, Jeddah 21454 
Tel: 651-9373; Pax: 651-9465. 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in corporate and commercial law services to 
national and international clients, including 
teal estate securities, collection cases, estates, litigation 
and arbitration, labor relations, immigration, communications. 
Intellectual property, bankruptcy, trade and customs 
regulation, government contracts, criminal fraud, taxation 
banking and financial law, health, antitrust law, 
environmental law, energy issues, and representation 
before the U.S. Congress and Executive Branch. 
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(1) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : G. COPE STEWART III 

American citizen, born August 15, 1941, U.S.A. 

A.B. 1963 University of Washington. 

J.D. 1966 George Washington University Law School. 

27 years in practice; specialist in business law, mergers 
and acquisitions, and international investment and banking. 
Speaks English. 

(2) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : STEVEN R. MILES 

American citizen, born March 14, 1958, Heidelberg, Germany. 
B.A. 1980 Union College, M.B.A. 1984 Cornell University 
Graduate School of Management, J.D. 1984 Cornell 
University Law School. 

Specialist in business law, dispute resolution, government 
licensing, and energy issues. Nine years in practice. 
Speaks English. 

(3) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : NASSER F. AL-QAWAS 

Saudi citizen, born December 4, 1969, Jeddah, Saudi Arabia. 
B.A. 1990 King Abdulaziz University Law School. 

Specialist in Saudi law and procedures. 

One year in practice; speaks Arabic and English. 

** 

The Jeddah Law Office, staffed by resident full-time American 
and Saudi attorneys, is linked by computer with Arent 
Fox offices in the United States. It represents western 
corporations in Saudi Arabia and Gulf Cooperation Council 
countries as well as representing Arab investors and 
firms conducting business in the United States and Europe. 
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** NADER LAW OFFICES ** 

Abu Zinadah Street, Medina Road 
P.O. Box 3595, Jeddah 21481, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 665-2067 

Telex: 603285 JABER SJ; Fax: 660-8709 


OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in commercial, maritime, aviation, and Islamic law. 
Experience in insurance claims, foreign investment, 
joint ventures, immigration matters, and disputes involving 
intellectual property, trademarks, and technology transfers. 
Also handles estates, debt collection, incorporation 
proceedings, and criminal cases. 

(1) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : MOHAMED M. J. NADER 
Saudi citizen; born February 4, 1930, Medina, Saudi Arabia. 
Graduate in Law 1953, Cairo University, 

MBA American Pacific University (Irvine, CA ) , 

PhD International University, Kansas City, Kansas. 

(2 ) ASSOCIATE ATTORNEYS, NADER LAW OFFICES 

Saud M. Al-Kahtani (Saudi) Akram M. j. Nader (Saudi) 

Rasiklal K. Shah (Indian) Mahdi Zahraa (Syrian) 

A. Z. El-Gerbeed (Egyptian) M. I. Alameldin (Egyptian) 

Siddiq M. Ali (Sudanese) Mustafa A. Mallasi (Sudanese) 

Kamal M. Owaidah (Palestinian) 


** LAW OFFICES OF AHMED ZAKI YAMANI ** 

Shaker Building, Suite Nos. 101-102, Hail Street, 

P.O. Box 1351, Jeddah 21431, Saudi Arabia 
Tel. 642-9550, 642-9551 
Telex: 605853 GANONI SJ; Fax: 643-7511 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in Islamic law, energy issues, and government 
affairs and procedures. Handles collection cases 
on a contingency basis (modest advance payment required 
to cover disbursements; contingency fees average 
10% percent depending upon amount and nature of claim). 
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(1) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : AHMAD 2AKI YAMANI 
Saudi citizen, born June 30, 1930, Makkah, Saudi Arabia. 
Graduated 1952, Cairo University, Egypt. 

LL.M. 1955, New York University; LL.M. 1956, Harvard University. 
Speaks Arabic, English and French. 

(2) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : AHMED FATHI HUSSEIN 
Egyptian citizen, born March 4, 1931 in Assyout, Egypt. 
Graduate Cairo University, Egypt: Law Degree (1952), 
Advanced Diploma in Private Law (1953), and Advanced Diploma 
in Public Law (1954). Specializes in contract law, corporate 
law, commercial law, civil aviation, litigation, banking 
and joint ventures. 30 years in practice. 

Speaks Arabic, English and French. 

(3) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : ZAKI MUSTAFA 
Sudanese citizen, born November 17, 1934. 

Bachelor of Law (1959) University of Khartoum; 

Bachelor of Law (1961) London School of Economics, UK; 

Ph.D. (1969) University of London, UK. 

Specializes in corporate law, contract law, commercial law, 
aviation, insurance, mining and environmental law. 

17 years in practice. Speaks Arabic, English and French. 

(4) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : ISMAIL HUSSEIN 
Egyptian citizen, born 1930. 

Law Degree (1952) Cairo University, Egypt. 

Specializes in corporate law, commercial law, licensing, trade 
and labor law, liquidation, and government relations. 

35 years in practice. Speaks Arabic, English and French. 

(5) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : LOTFI 0. MADANI 
Saudi citizen, born in Jeddah, Saudi Arabia 1952. 

Graduated in Islamic law from Cairo University, Egypt. 


** LAW OFFICE OF AHMED Y. KHALAWI ** 

Al-Amoudi Center, 1st Floor, Office # 103, Madina Road 
P.O. Box 2477, Jeddah 21451, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 667-3637, 669-0720 
Telex: 606690 NIZAM SJ; Fax: 661-1987 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in corporate and commercial law, banking 
and aviation. Handles collection cases 
on flat fee or percentage basis. 
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BIOGRAPHIC DA TA: AHMED Y. KHALAWI 
Saudi citizen, born 1936, Ghunfuda, Saudi Arabia. 
Graduated from Cairo University (1964); 

Master of Law, McGill University (1971), Montreal, Canada. 
20 years in practice. Speaks Arabic and English. 


** LAW FIRM OF FAISAL'mAJED MADANI ** 

Olayan Building, 4th Floor, Office #7 
Mohammed Bin Abdulaziz Street, Off Madina Road 
Opposite Juffali Showroom 
P.O. Box 8602, Jeddah 21492, Saudi Arabia 
Tel; 661-1456; Fax: 665-8811 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in labor and commercial disputes 
and regulations, arbitration, and preparation 
of commercial documents. Including contracts, powers 
of attorney, trademark registration, 
and commercial agreements. 

(1) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : FAISAL MAJED MADANI 
Saudi citizen; 8 years in practice. 

Bachelor of Law (1978) Cairo University; 

Master of Comparative Law (1982) Miami University; 
Master of Law (1984) Tulane University, Louisiana. 
Specializes in commercial law. 

(2) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : AYMAN ABDEL SALAM ALI 
Egyptian citizen; member Egyptian Bar Association. 

Bachelor of Law (1982) Cairo University, Egypt. 

In practice for 3 years in Egypt (civil, criminal, 
and administrative law) and 7 years in Saudi Arabia. 
Experienced in commercial and labor disputes. 

(3) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : TAHIR FAHMI KHAIR-UL DINE 
Egyptian citizen, member Egyptian Bar Association. 
Bachelor of Law (1985) Al-Mansourah University, Egypt. 

In practice for 6 years in Egypt (criminal, civil, 
and administrative courts); began practice in the Kingdom 
in 1991. Experienced in commercial and labor law, 
including contract preparation. 
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** IBRAHIM NAJEM LAW OFFICE ** 

Al-Bogami Building, Apt. #108 
Palestine Road, Juncture of Macraonah Street 
P.O. Box 10307, Jeddah 21433, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 673-4391, 672-9189 

Telex: 600065 RIBHI SJ; Fax: 672-9189 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in Shari'ah (Koranic) law, customs law, 
commercial and maritime law. Experience in legal advisory 
services with respect to Saudi Ministries of Labour & Social 
Affairs, Commerce and Industry. 

Handles collection cases on percentage basis (generally 
10-15%), out-of-court settlements in trade disputes, 
and estate cases. Provides legal counsel 
on projects and prepares contracts 
in English and/or Arabic. 

BIOGRAPHIC DATA : IBRAHIM NAJEM 
Saudi citizen; born 1953, Jeddah, Saudi Arabia. 
Bachelor of Law, Cairo University, Egypt (1980). 

12 years in practice. 


** LAW FIRM OF HASSAN M. ABO AZMAH AND KHALID AHMED OTHMAN ** 
Al-Qremley Building, Apt. #22, Alshouhada' St, Madina Road 
P.O. Box 6808, Jeddah, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 651-9044, 651-9624 
Telex: 602467; Pax: 651-2470 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 
Practice in general and commercial law. 

Member of general arbitration boards for settlement of 
commercial disputes. 

( 1 ) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : HASSAN M. ABU AZMAH 
Saudi citizen. LL.B, Ain Shams University, Cairo (1963). 
In practice since 1976. Specializes in cases before 
the Shariah Courts, Grievances Board, Commercial 
Dispute Settlement Boards, Negotionable Instruments 
Committees and Labor Committees. 
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(2) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : KHALID AHMED OTHMAN 
Saudi citizen. LL.B. Cairo University, Egypt (1974); 
Master of Comparative Law , Southern Methodist University 
Law School, Dallas, Texas (1980). 


** M0HAMMED A. MANSOURI LAW OFFICE ** 
El-Zaguzook Building, Apt. #11 S #12, Palestine Square 
P.O. Box 7083, Jeddah, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 665-7973, 660-6395; Fax: 665-7980 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in commercial and trade disputes, 
Islamic law, and estate law. 

Handles collection cases for 20% of amount collected. 

BIOGRAPHIC DATA : MOHAMMED A. MANSOURI 
Saudi citizen, born 1950 at Makkah, Saudi Arabia. 
Graduate Faculty of Law, Cairo University, Egypt (1974). 
11 years in practice. Speaks English and Arabic. 


** HUSSEIN SHOUKRY LAW OFFICE ** 

Queen's Building, 4th Floor, King Abdulaziz Street 
P.O. Box 667, Jeddah 21421, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 642-0927, 643-3385, 644-2708, 644-2708 
Telex-: 601707 SHOUKR SJ; Fax: 643-3543 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in commercial, corporate, banking, 
maritime, trademark, patent and business law. 

Also handles estates and commercial/labor disputes. 
Will accept some collection cases on percentage basis. 

(1) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : HUSSEIN SHOUKRY 
Saudi citizen; born in Egypt in 1927. 

LL.B (1953), Cairo University, Egypt. 

39 years in practice; owner of the law firm. 

(2) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : MOHAMED SAMI BORAEI 
Egyptian citizen. LL.B (1968) Cairo University, Egypt. 

(3) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : IDRIS AL-MELEGI 
Egyptian citizen. 

LL.B. Alexandria University, Egypt (1977); 

LL.M. (1986) and J.D. (1986) Chicago College of Law. 
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( 4 ) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : OMAR A. BORAEI 
Egyptian citizen; Bachelor of Law Cairo University (1981). 
Member of Egyptian Bar Association since 1981. 


(5) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : KAMAL H. SHOUKRY 
Saudi citizen. B.Sc. in Civil Engineering, 
University of Petroleum and Minerals, Dhahran, Saudi Arabia 
(1978); Master of International Public Policy, 

Johns Hopkins University (1988); 

M.A. International Relations and International Economics, 
Johns Hopkins University, Washington, D.C.(1991); 

J.D. Washington College of Law, American University, 
Washington, D.C. (1991). 


** M0HAMED SARAWAK LAW FIRM ** 

Shaker Building, Apt. #603, Hail Street 
P.O. Box 14873, Jeddah 21434, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 643-0609; Telex: 605853 GANONI SJ; Fax: 644-3366 


OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in litigation, arbitration, banking, 
and contract law. Handle collection cases on basis 
of contingency basis or lump sum arrangements. 
Note: has limited representation before the criminal 
circuit of the Grievances Board and virtually none 
before Shari'ah Courts in criminal cases. 


BIOGRAPHIC DATA : MOHAMED SARAWAK 
Saudi citizen, born February 13, 1954 at Makkah, Saudi Arabia. 
Bachelor of Civil Law (1980), Ain Shams University, 
Cairo, Egypt. 12 years in practice. 

Speaks English and Arabic. 


** MARWAN ANWAR NOWAILATI LAW OFFICE ** 

Almagrabi building. North Aleskan Building, Al-Tawba St. 
P.O. Box 6641, Jeddah 21452, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 651-9056; Fax: 651-1636 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in international, contract, commercial, labor, 
corporate, and maritime law. Handles estates and trade 
disputes, and is experienced in trademark infringement cases. 
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Handles collection cases on contingent basis: 

SR800 per hour, & flat fee on following percentage basis: 


Above One Million Saudi Riyals 10% 
SR 500,000 to One Million 12% 
SR 250,000 to SR500,000 15% 
SR 100,000 to SR250,000 18% 
Below SR100,000 20% 


BIOGRAPHIC DATA : MARWAN ANWAR NOWAIL AT I 
Saudi citizen, born January 11, 1953, Jeddah, Saudi Arabia. 
Bachelor of Law (1978), University of Cairo, Egypt. 

14 years in practice. Speaks English and Arabic. 


** OMAR FAROUK MSALLATI LAW OFFICE ** 

Adham Commercial Center, 4th Floor, Medina Road 
P.O. Box 8152, Jeddah 21482, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 653-3089, 653-3792, 653-3796 and 653-2311 

Fax: 653-3469 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in civil, commercial, marine and Shariah cases; 
also handles estates, trade and commercial disputes, 
arbitration, incorporation and liquidation processing, 
agency and distribution agreements, trade mark and branch 
registration lease agreements, construction agreements, 
Islamic economy contracts and instruments. 

Handles collection cases with fee based on value 
and nature of claim. 

{ 1 ) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : OMAR FAROUK MSALLATI 
Saudi citizen, born Aug. 6, 1937, Aleppo, Syria. 
Bachelor of Law (1963), Damascus University, Syria. 

29 years in practice. Speaks English and Arabic. 

(2) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : MOHAMAD FAROUK SALEM 
Syrian citizen, born May 3, 1935, Aleppo, Syria. 
Bachelor of Law (1961), Damascus University, Syria. 

31 years in practice. 

(3) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : MOHAMAD SAFA MAMISH 
Syrian citizen, born Feb. 27, 1932, Lazaiqiah, Syria. 
Bachelor of Law (1958), Damascus University, Syria. 

34 years in practice. 



1042 


{ 4 ) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : FAROUK SAAD AL-HARBI 
Saudi citizen, born 1954 in Amman, Jordan. 
Bachelor of Shari'ah Law (1977), 

Medina Al-Munawarrah Dniversity. 15 years in practice. 

{ 5 ) BIOGRAPHIC DATA : MOHSEN A. MALASH 
Egyptian citizen, born 1946 in Al-Giza, Egypt. 
Bachelor of Law (1969), Ain Shams University, Egypt. 
23 years in practice. 


** TALAL JAMIL ABD ALENAIN LAW OFFICE ** 

Al-Fikr Al-lslami Street off Medina Road (Toward Downtown) 
behind Adham Commercial Center 
P.O. Box 6057, Jeddah 21442, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 651-1041; Fax: 651-3404 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in general practice, commercial contracts, 
and international agreements; also handles estates 
and trade disputes. Handles collection cases 
on advance payment basis. 

BIOGRAPHIC DATA : TALAL JAMIL ABU AL-ENAIN 
Saudi citizen, born January 29, 1953, Jeddah, Saudi Arabia. 
Graduated from Cairo University in 1979; 10 years in practice. 
Speaks English and Arabic. 


** ABDULLA ABDULWAHAB AL-ABBASI LAW OFFICE ** 

Villa Al-Abbasi, Makkah Road, Kilo 10 
P.O. Box 5207, Jeddah 21422, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 620-6744; Fax: 620-6519 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in commercial, civil, maritime, banking, and 
insurance law, estates, trade disputes, and collection oases. 

BIOGRAPHIC DATA : ABDULLAH ABDULWAHAB AL-ABBASI 
Saudi citizen, born in 1934, Makkah, Saudi Arabia. 
Bachelor of Law (1964), Cairo University, Egypt. 

25 years in practice. Speaks English and Arabic. 
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** AL MIRDAD LAW OFFICE ** 

Abtal Falasteen Street, Off Palestine Street 
Villa Mohsen #28 

P.O. Box 2379, Jeddah 21451, Saudi Arabia 
Tel: 669-2395; Fax: 660-3800 

OFFICE SPECIALIZATION 

Specializes in commercial and business Law, 
foreign capital investment, corporate law, labor law, 
negotiations and contracts. Also handles estates, 
trade disputes, and collections (advance payment plus 
percentage upon collection). Legal fees hourly basis or 
annual retainer. 

BIOGRAPHIC DATA : SAMI MIRDAD 

Saudi citizen, born on May 1, 1948, Makkah, Saudi Arabia. 
Doctorate in Law (Cum Laude), University of Rome. 
Speaks English, Arabic, Italian, and French. 
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KINGDOM OF SAUDI ARABIA 

JAMEELAH MOHAMMAD 

Mother of Prince Fahd Bin Saad 
Bin Saud Bin Abdul Aziz 
Riyadh - AI Washam District 
Al-lmni Abdul A2iz Bin Mnhamniad Street 
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Enclosure 
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Subject 








'=i^\ 
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May 23, 1994. 




ROYAL EMBASSY OF SAUDI ARABIA 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20037 


Mrs. Samiah M. Seramur 
2301 N.E. 6th Street 
Pampona Beach, Florida 33062. 


Dear Mrs. Seramur: 

Enclosed you will find a copy of the case raised in the Legal Supreme Court 
of Justice by your husband against you requesting that you go back with 
the children to live with your husband and to try and resolve your problems 
in a civilized manner and to try and give a chance for your marriage to 
succeed and to allow the children to live with their father in a loving family 
atmosphere , 

The court has given you thirty days to return with your children to your husband's 
home and in case of your refusal to go back the Legal Supreme Court of Justice 
will then retract all your privileges as the wife of Mubarak bin Hameed al Ruhaily 
with no alimony and custody of the children will go to their father. 

Once again we would like to advise you to reconsider returning to your home 
and your family. 
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ROYAL EMBASSY OF SAUDI ARABIA 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20037 


27 November 1991 

jIs , Saiiiah M. Seramur 
i-j . £. £ix'cn Street 
Pampona Beach, Florida 33062 

Dear Ms. Seramur: 

The Foreign Ministry of Saudi Arabia has asked us to notify you 
that you are required to appear before Shariah High Court in 
Riyadh in connection with a complaint filed by Mr. Mubarak Humaid 
Al-Rahaili . 

The hearing is scheduled for Sunday, 8 Rajab 1412, which 
corresponds to 12 January 1992, at 10:00 a.m., in Riyadh High 
Court. 

Sincerely, 



Muddassir H. Siddiqui 
Legal Counsel 


MHS:rk 
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ROYAL EMBASSY OF SAUDI ARABIA 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20037 


24 March 1992 

Ms. Samia M, Seramur 
2301 N.E. Sixth Street 
Pampona Beach, Florida 33062 

Via Registered Mail 

Dear Ms. Seramur: 

Since you failed to appear in court on 12 January 1992, a new 
court date has been set for you. The new date for hearing your 
case IS Monday, 20 April 1992 at 10:00 a.m. 

You are asked to appear either personally or through your 
attorney to answer a complaint filed by your husband, Mr. Mubarak 
bin Hamad Al~Raheeli. 

Sincerely, 

P'"f 

Muddassir H. Siddiqui 
Legal Counsel 


MHS:rk 
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I OT / 



WsScome sser3rnMr@3figelfire-cofy! i.ag OUT [ f>^y Accous^t I Hefp 

loBpx « Send Email • Address Book • Polders « C heck Other Email • P otions 
Repiy i Reply Aii j Forwar d j Download 1 Delete i Move j Ail hegders 1 
Date: Mon, 17 Jun 2002 16:45:05 +0000 

From: "mark seramur" <mseramur@hotmaiLcom> fadd to address bock! Fadd to soam block list l 
Subject: Fwd: INUE Dr_hannibal (S)led:er AaiB! 

To: sseramur@angeifire.com 


SI S PREMI 

.Auc tion 
D oma ir 
Find a t 


>From: ramarv32tghotinaiI .com. 

>To: rtis e i aniu r 0 ho ttna i .1 . com 

>Subject; ifJUE Dr_hannibal (S)lecter ti QafiliE AaiB! 

>Date: Sun, 16 Jun 2002 12:26:27 Pacific Daylight Tirae 

>hi<br>inark<br>ira marani atta5<br>f roia saudi arabia<br>i want to talk 
>u<br>about samething <br>needfull<br>please send me <br>thanx 


>CI06 §t)C CSEKlaCSl a££aJ5S aa CaCfiOga EOfia aEcON EAOl&C^'ft A« Atf?cl 

, >0Cffia£ft Ace 6aaCiER C^Oaa Aae Ai 010 AIS filfici^a. 

/” . > 

>Ca£&a Aai http : //messenger .microsof t . com/AP./f riend/def ault . asp afilaia 

>Cafci^aCai caDi ti ElA cOfellCSa. 

> 

>A£)C j^ga aiiii Windows xp Oai lagoft; ^AaE aiift EgatCra gaEfJagai gaoi ElEgla! 
>'5’1>0 til "Windows Messenger" aa gal>v^a£ "vElA" aElA gOfillCaa. 

>gi5eE Oaaga gaESJii gaAaJi£R®ai galgO £i: 

> mrTaarv32@hotniaiI .com 

> 6 atftl QsiiQA CaEEEie; ta EA0C^6^ Aai (.Cffafi taC£ CaCfiOCa alili Ec 6 £IlC 5 Ca6S 
>"AocYfi" *aBg cAua^ca. 


MaBaU 6g6£llga CaSSaCal: 

> * AfJ 6 cA ROcsa YaRifi” iil 68 l 0 £: *6446 ffi 4 tC 4 l£! 

> * aiWiE oalac lUaia AOltgAB Aac AtSci GcjeaES afiOila. 

> * 0a£ taCd CaBa£ia£S CalCO 6A1I CaAOltcA aAtficA atQlEfi Oa£l£. 

> * atiStE Oalag isaa 5 liM EgaRl tjai S 6 c 4 £. 

> * fiaii AuacagE oal aoaa iiogsa fifiii AaBENaai l.iilE yi iiotma.n. 

> * A 0 c £6 Raaci Ail SdCEiR. 


GeL your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://expioret.Easn.com/inti.asp. 


Reply i Reply AllJ Foma rd I Download i Delete 1 Move ! AflJaeaders! 
httpi/'bei-maiLanneitire.niaiiCit. .lU&hooi next on disp_pg=trueES:boo!_prev 


ta 1 

on no^^tru 9 / 26 ./U 2 
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Angettire 


I'age 1 oi i 




InBox • Send Em ail • Addres s Book • Foiders • C heck Other EmaH • Optio ns 
Rep iy i R.epjy Ail | Iforwara i Oownioad ! Delete I • Move j All headers I 51 

Date*. Mon, 17 lun 2002 18:12:18 +0100 

rrotn: "Samantha c. Seramur ' <sseramur@angeifire.cofn> f aod to addre ss booki L-idd_tg 
soam bl ock iistl 


Au Atjprf_for Am e n,f 
F[nda_better_igb 


Organizatio ii: 
Reply To: 


Angelfire (http://email.an9elfire.mailcity.lycos.com:80) 

mfmary32@iiounaii.com 

sseramifr@anqeffire.com 


Dear Mariam Attas, 

This is Samiah Serarnur. Mark is my brother. Please let me know 
what you want to talk about? Is it about my children? ££ so please 
respond as soon as possible! Thank you very much. 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http: / /mail . Ivcos . com 


Reply! ! Reply Ail] ■ Forward I ^ Download } Delete | Move! : AH headers } 




v> Lycos Vsiif’dvyide A Copyfijjhi. : Lycos, ins. Afl Rigrts tycc-3'!tus®tssr*U'irsdtr’d'i'ir:ra of Camogie Meifosi Univ'Wfr.k; 

r-'cip ! Joh^ | ! ku'sin&s's Development 

Y.‘:ir oflhi.'s ccjnstihrs*? eccs'ptsnc-w of'ths Lycos Nj^-tVorkPjty«^_PpJstY and 


http;//be2-mail.angeliire.maiicity....;l&bool_nexf_on disp_pg=talse&booi prev on_dispj?g-lru 9/27/02 



PREMIER PARTNERS 




LU 


Date: Wed, 19 Jun 2002 10-40:40 -0400 
From: "Kass, David" <David.l<ass@m 2 ii. house.gov 
block list] 

Subject: Question 

To: "E. Seramur Samantha (E-mail)" <r5saramuf 





-e.com> 


Dear Ms. SaramLir: 

My nants is David Kass 1 am with the Committee on Government Reform, the 
Committee that heid the hearing last week regarding Americans held against 
their will in Saudi Arabia. Pat Roush informed me about your case, and I would 
like to talk about it with you. if you are willing, i have a little bit of background 
information about your chi'dren from the State Department, but I would like to 
speak with you personally, ft is probably best if we could speak on the phone. 
Could you e-mail me your phone number or call me at (202) 225-5074? 

Thanks very much, 

Sincerely, 

David Kass 

Deputy Chief Counsel 

Committee on Government Reform 

Reply I Reply All : Forwarc . Download Deiete , Move Ail headers |2 [E 
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Date; Mon, 01 Jui 2002 17:50:11 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur“ <sseramur!iudt!geifife.com> [agdAo. sdaresg_byOK,j 
Subject: Al-RehaHi 

Organization: Angeffire (http://emaii.angelfi re. mailcityJycos.com; 80) 


Reply To: sseramur@angeifire.com 



ind would be ever so grateful if you could ?er.d then, if 
possible expedited, to the cc:-.su.l au C.i. embassy i'.ere =-. thui 



che abu.?e suffered. They fear any action taken by the U.S. embassy 
in S.A. will endanger their lives. The last time Maha got i letter 



hltp; bci-maii.angeitu'c.mailcijt .l...:U&bool next on djsp_pg"rrue&bool_jirev_on_c[isp pg-tru y 2/ 02 
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tutp: be2-mail.ange]tii'c.mai]city.l...:()&bool nexl_o.n _clisp_pg=tme&bool_pre\-_on_clisp_})g--^ti'ii S> 2/ 02 
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® -- - v * J^ress So ok « fiojders « C hec k O ther Ema H • Oatior; 

Dates Tue, 02 Jul 2002 14:49:28 +0100 

From: aamancna E, Seramur" <sserarnunS>afigeifire.com> faJd cu ociQfSa 

hlnri.- iis'] 


Organization: 

Reply To: 


Angelfire ( http ://emaii. a ngelfire.mailcity.lycos.com: 80) 

rTidnzjccsLiSta ce.gov 

sseromur@anqelfire.com 





htip. 
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Reply : Reply aVI I Fo rward ■ Download ! Deiet e j Mova j Ail haadars 1 


3 a 


http: be2-moil.angeilii'e.mailcit>'.l...:0&boo} next_on_disp_pg=true&bool prcv on_disp_pg-ti'u 9.27 02 
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July 3. 2002 

Consulate of the United States of America 
Jeddah, Saudi Arabia 
jMrs, Mealey 


Dear Mrs. Mealey, 



The U S. consul in Malta has been so kind to pass on your address to me so that I could email you 
directly about the case with my children, American citizens, in S.A. They are Safiah AlRehaili 20, 
Maha 16 and Faisal 15. 


I understand that the two passports for Maha and Faisal at your consulate are expired. I do need the 
expired passports here in Malta and would be ever so gratefiji if you could send them, if possible 
expedited, to the consul at the U S. embassy here in Malta so that I can pick them up. 

Regarding the children, I have had secret contact with them and they are pleading to come home. I 
have documented statements of the abuse suffered. They fear any action taken by the US. embassy 
in Saudi Arabia will endanger their lives. The last time Maha got a letter out to me in 1997, she 
faced horrible consequences after the U.S. consulate/embassy requested a welfare visit etc. Any 
action taken by your consulate is taken out severely on my children. They are beaten and 
imprisoned. Please do not contact their father as they may be killed and we all fear for their lives, I 
do appreciate your attempts to assist in seeing to the welfare of my children, all American citizens. 
But, in this case, they fear for their lives. I have tried on numerous occasions to see them, but all 
my visits have been refused. 

They were visiting in Saudi Arabia and were subsequently detained. I attempted to follow my 
children to S.A. to bring them home, but was warned that it would be too dangerous, I have sole 
custody. 

Thank you so very much for your assistance in this urgent matter. I appreciate your time, 
assistance, and understanding. My email address is sseramur@.angel fire. com 1 attempted to email 
this letter to no avail. Therefore, t kindly asked the Malta consul to assist by forwarding it on to you 
for your urgent attention. 


Very Best Regards, 



Samiah Seramur 
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ImBoa » Sand EmaH « Address, Sock » Poi,ders • Ch6ck_0thefiE(r),3ij » Qotio.ns 
Repiy Reply Aii . Forward • D ownload Delete • _Moye_ Ail headers , 

Date: Wed, 3 lol 2002 03:06:28 -0400 

From: "Mariz, lohn C" <M3rjrlC@sl:3te.gov> [add to .address .book] [add.to .spam, block list) 
Subject: FVv': Seramur 

Tq: "Meaiey,. loreci G'leddab)" <Mea!eyLG@state.gov> 

Cc: "‘5seramur©ange!rire.com'“ <sseramur@angelfire.com> 


‘di lii PREMi 

Ai;ctior 

Domair 


T.oren: Ms. Serarrcor has had troubls tryi.r.g 
forward it or. I've cced her, so hopefuily 
direct connection. Thanks and cheers. 




Subioct: Re: Seraruur 


> Dear Mr. Ryan, 

> I am attaching a lett 

> Meaiey, it v.'ould be g 



> Lwo weeks. 


if you would be so kind to forward it on to Ms. 


nank yov: so much tor you 


> My Vary Best Regards, 






wonderfui. Fourth . 


iName: 

July 3,d5c 1 

1 Size: 

27648 bvtets'j 1 

1 T¥P«: 

application/mswordi 


Repl y ■ ._ReElly_A.!h .f.0EWL^c|„ Downioa O ’ Delete ' Move . .Ail. headers [►] 


hu.p; he i 'iriiii i.angciiu'e. vnA! Ic!.. [bftyhooi next on d!Sp_py— trucdcbooi pro'- on d!?p_j>'“!— U'lj 9'26'Oi 
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InBox * Sarici..Ero3jl * Address.Book • Folders* Check_Other Cmail » Option.? 

Reply ^spiy AJI . Dovv nioad : Delet e _Hpye : Ail neaoers , 3] 3 PREMI 

Date: Sat, 6 Jul 2002 09:01:51 -0400 AuSticn 

From; "Mealey, Loren G" <MeeieyLG@state.gov> [add.to address, bock] [add to spam bto.ck list] 

Subject: Seramur 

To: ''jadeiback, Faten £" <ladeihackF5®'staie.gov> 

Cc: "Mariz, John C(Valietta)" <MarizJC@stat5.gov>,“‘sseramur@angelfire.cor.'!‘" <ssetamLjr©angstfirs.con> 


p.'i.Fsport.s ' Also, plesse print; Ms. Seramnr's letter (the attachment beJ.ow 
screen' for our file. T.nanks. Loren 

> From; Floriz,^ John J 



> Subject; FWr Sera.miur 


> Loren; Ms. Serarriur ’nas had trouble trying to pass you this, so I will 
;••• fctward it on. I'vs cced her, so hopefully we will have established a 


> Ot'iy.lnal Message' 

> Sent: Wednesday, .inly 0.':', 2002 ft: 53 AM 

> To: Mariz, Joiin C 

> Subject: Re: Seramur 



j Name:[|],ii.lY, 3.,.doc j 

i Siz^j27648 byte(s) | 

}" 7ype:jj3ppiication/friswordjj 

.8.?P'y_ All Fon -var g pcwnioao Oejet^ Mo ve A!i h eaders LflJ 


h.tlO'' be i -nhli ! .Rriyei i 


i6&bOO! nsxl on disn nu— irucdtbooi orev Of' 


g. 7fS,(,i7 
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\ 

tSSiSt 

• • * Address Book • Folders • Chec k O the r Em aii • Options 

Rerjiy; e ^ For ward j Download i Delete j Hove I Aii neadeis j M "Fl 

Date; Sun, 21 Jul 2002 22:41:44 +0100 

From; "Samantha £. Seramur'’ <sserarnur@angeifire.coni> [ed4 to,«d.dres_s,SyoK] 

Subject: Re: Seramur 

Organization: Angelfire (http://emall.angelfire.mailcity.i>'cos.com;80) 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.coni 




Sign up today at h c.t : F 1 1 . 1'/c : t . t tK\ 

Fo rward j . Do wnl oad j _p_eiet;e ! i^ove ' A ll headers ! Tj "►! 


http: be2-mail.angeljjrc.maik'iiy.l...;()&bool_next_on cUspj[)g==tnie&bool_iircv_on_disp_[Dg=tru 9 2/ 02 
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Anaeltlre 

Rep ly f'lepivi RJ!_, Forward . Down load Dele te r-i ove Aii fieade rs , 

Date: Mon, 22 Jul 2002 08:4i;48 -0400 

From: "Mealey, Loren G" <Me3leyLG@state.gov> [add to address .book] [add, to spam block 
Subject; RE' Seramur 

To: ‘’ssera:n!jr@ai^,Qeifif e.com''' <sser3niijr@angeifir8.con'!> 

Cc; ‘Maiiz, John C(Vai!etta)" <M3nzJC@5tatG.gov> 


t'O-O’e OT I 


3 3 PREMl 

D.omair 


Since I'm not the aporovinq officer, you nee-ti to speak with .John Hariz. rj 
Will make the final determination on issuance. I'm happy to provide him 


> Original Message 

> From : Samantha S . Seramur i SMTP : .=;.ser amur;Vih5^.i^-..h_“ 

> oenc; Monday, July 27., 2002 2:44 FM 

> -o: Mealey, Loi'en G 


> Dear M.a. .Mealey, 

> iiianu you very luucii £ut your quick and neioiui response and your vs 
•> assistance. 1: we do not receive the passports in time, a fax wou. 


:id 


> Also, Safiah Alrehaili (the oldest DOB Feb 15, 1982) was issued a. passport 

> at the same place, time and date, but hers got damaged. Could yoii please 

> send a note to DOS and see it they can puli up her information so that it 

> is easier for us to get one for her as well? 






l iN 3 me;l il:mp_ 27 S 26693 _. 3498 lj i 
ii hv't-'-.-'c' 1 1 

htip' he ! ->n:y ! i.an.ueii ite.iTuif lci...:16<.^:bocn'"nexr oh (i!SD_ps--irue&bool_prev__on_d!Sp_pg— iru ''^/2o’()2 
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AngeiTire rci^c i ui ^ 



K epiy Kcpiy Ai i Foi'vvarG LiovviHoad . Deiels , r-lovs Aii ne506fs ; 

Date: Mon,, 22 Jul 2002 02:12:35 -0400 

From: "Mealey, Loren G" <Mea!eyLG3)state.gov> [add, to address booM [add tQ.spa_m blG,ck ![3tj 
Subject: RE: Saramur 

To: ‘''ssGramuf-Sianoeifire.com " <sserannjr@angelnre.coni> 

Cc: "Mai iz, John C(VaHetta)'‘ <MdrizjC@state.goy>,‘'3adelhack, Faten S‘‘<3adeii')ackFS@5tat:e.go 


S PREMI 

Auction 

Domair 


Ms. Seramur: 

We sent the package by registered pouch {#4303673) on July 10. If Consu.! 
John Mariz will accept true copies of the passports we sent, we will fax it 
to him so that you can get Che passports processed. We do want to hoip you 
in anyway wc can. 

Regards, 

Loren Mcalcy 



Original Message- 

i-'roiTi : SaiTiantha E . Seraitur [3MT?: 5se,raojur'?a’;.gelj 
3eiit; Monday, July 22, 2002 12:42 AM 
To: Mealey, Loren G 




> Lear Ms. Mealey, 

.> In reference to your email, to Eaten for Maha Alrehai.1.:. and Eaisal 

> Airehaili passports to be senL Lo Liie Consul in Malta, I visited. Llie 
oonsoJ- iiere in Malta on Thursday last week and ne nas not reoe— veo. tiie 

> passports yet. It is veiy urgent. Can you please see v/nat ol';e status -s.' 

> Ve.ry Re-sL Regard.?/ 

> Samiah .'^iF.ramur 



jlName: 

tmp_2Se2S91.6. 35155! 

jl 

2980 bYteiS) ! 

;i Type: 

application/ms-tnef j 


Rsc'y Reply .All Fcward Download Delete Move: .All headers 




E 


h'.irv . he ! -mail.Rnuei i ire luctsici. ; i.6&bool nbKl on tiiSD oy— truc&booi^rF:' on disp_pfi— tru V. ioOi 
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Delete i Hove 
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• Send En’et! •• Address Bp^ • Pofaers » Crseek Oth ef gmai?> Opti ons ' ' ' ' 

■ . ■ '• _■ . . ' '1 rn rn 

i- "^Lj L "^rn ■_ o oaa < i e'g*~p m > reapers | T! 

Date: Tue. 23 ]ul 2002 14:57: 55 +0100 ' * ' - ^ 

From: "Samancha E. Seramur" <sserafnur(§iangeifife.com> [add_co_4.£idLfs:S-boqk] (Mp 
bioct; lis tl 


Organization: Angelfire {http://email.angeifire.mailcity.iycos.com: 80) 
To; i'iarizjCigistace.gov 
Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.com 



readinci 


Probably 


‘^epiy A i! I Fotv.’ard I Downl oad | Delete ! Move I All invaders j 


I] S 
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Date; Tue, 23 3ul 2002 17:41',04 +0100 


Ftom: ’'Sdmantha E. Seramur" <sserafnurS»angeifire.corn> [i 
Subject; Maha Alrehaiii 

Organizatton: Angelfire (http://email.angalf!re.maitcity.lycos.corri:8 


Reply To: sser 3 mur@ 3 ngelfire.cam 
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• p_ei'id fcmaii • padress B ook » Fo ld ers • C h ec k Othe r Emai! • Opti ons 
_K^Di'v' ksdN Do wnload i Dei ete j Hove j Aii head ers I 

Date; Tue, 23 Jul 2002 17:46:42 +0100 

From; "Samantha E. Seramur'" <sserafnuf@aftgeifire.com> [^iq to bo oKl [acid. 

Subject: Photo Safiah ASrehaili Attached 
Organization: Angeifire (http://emaii.angelfi re. mailcitx'. lycos.com: SO) 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.coni 









.-mgeuu'c 


~ es s Book • Folder 


Frorii: “Satnanihd c. 5etarjior" <sseramur@angeifire.cofn> [adt 
Subject: Photo Faisal Alrehatii Attached 
Organization: Angelfire (http: //email. angelfire.mailcity.lycos.com: 80) 


ir@angelfire.com 
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Welconsa sseramur#angeifsre.corn 




Log OUT i s«y Account i Help 


In Box • Send Email * Address Bo ok « Folders « Check Other Email • Options 
Rgrpiy i Reply Ail j Fon'i/ard I Download j Delete I Movei ■ Ail headers 1 
Date: Wed, 24 lul 2002 04:34:53 -0400 

From: "Mariz, John C" <Mari 2 JC@state.gov> ladd to ad dr ess bookl T add to spam bl ock list! 
Subject: RE; Update 

To: "■sser3mur@angelfir8.com'’’ <^eramur@ang^flra-CQni> 


a B 


Auction 
D omair 
nnd 3 t 


Sam: I appreciate the situation; It's now a question of how we can legally 

rewnew the passports of your kids. 7 will pass this information on to my 
colleagues who are considering this. I'll let you know as soon as I have 
anything further. Regards. 

> Original Message 

> From.: Samantha .E. Seramur r SMTP ; sseraiRUrganqelf ire. com l 

> Sent: Wednesday, July 24 , 2C02 10:39 ftM 

> To: Mariz, John C 

> Subject: Update 


> Dear Mr. Mariz, 

( > In reference to my children, it is a life or death emergency. My 

> ex-husband has already been investigated in a Murder for Hire against me 

> by the FBI FOIPA number 367 . 341/190-HO-1047723 . He is extremely 

> dangerous, should he discover my children's intentions and manage to stop 

> us from leaving due to the fact that I do not have passports for my 

> children to travel. Every minute is vital. 

> 

> There is a serious threat that he will kill ray children and I, should he 

> arrange to stop us. Maha has already attempted suicide and she has stated 

> in written testimony {I have this testimony for verification), that she 

> will kill herself if she cannot get away from her father. She has wrote 

> that she located many photos of myself in his locked up office, taken by 

> someone paid to watch me. He cannot get a visa to enter the United 

> States, but she stated he was often in Canada. 

> 

> Maha has been subject to pedophiles, having stayed with my ex-husband's 

> wife's family during summers and I fear that her abuse by them will 

> continue should she be allowed to remain in the situation she is in. My 

> ex-husband's brother in law, beginning at the age of 21 subjected Maha to 

> sexual abuse at the age of eleven as she was held against her will, an 

> SMerican citizen, by my ex Saudi husband. I definately fear that this 

> type of thing will continue, if she cannot get away from the situation she 

> is in. 

> 

> Regarding my son Fai.sal, Maha refuses to discuss what has happened to him. 

> She tells me that she will let me knov; on the plane and only when we get 

> away from her father. 

> 

> This is just a brief summary for your information and X have all of the 

> documents and written statements by my children to verify all of the 

> above. Even her friends fear for their lives, having written me begging 

> to assist them,. 

> 

•> 'T’bis is first tiT^’e- In 1997, the consulate in Jeddah also 

http://be 1. -maii.^geltire.maiici . . . ; 1 6& bool_next_on_disp_pg^fue&bool_prev_on_disp_pg=tru 9/26/U2 
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> received a letter from my daughter that a teacher smuggled out to me 

> desperately seeking our help to get my children, all American citizens out 

> of that country. 

> 

> Thank you very much for your assistance and I do hope that this explains 

> the urgency and life and death seriousness of this situation a bit 

> further. The situation is, according to all definitions, one of a life or 

> death emergency for U.S. citizens abroad, are planning on traveling 

> directly to the United States- 


> Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 

> Keep your me.s.s.agas private by using .Lycos Mail. 

> Sign up today at http: //raail . lycos . com 


[^me;||tmp 2S026754.34695{ 

I Sizei||4Q87 byte(s) } 

|Typ^|appitcation/ms-tnef \ 

Reply I Reply All I Forward I Download j Delete I Move j Alt headers j {2 S 


» Lycos Worldwide Copyrighf 200 1, Lycos. Inc. AK Rights Ressr^ed. Lyooi5>S! is ?. trac!>vnfifk of Carnegie Univcrsi! 

Abou: Terra Lycos i Heip | Jobs) Advertise | Business Oe’/elopment 
i Yo(jr use cf this website constitute? acceptance of the Lycos Network .R'iyscy Policy ar>c! Term? Conditions 
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.^^pp 


V'^.iJ'h P' 

V t>' 

teg OUT i My Account [ HeSp 


InBox • Se nd Email • Address Book • Folders * Ch e ck Other Email • Options 
Reply i Reply Ail j Forward 1 Download [ Delete I , Move i AH treadefs I 
Date: Wed, 24 lul 2002 08:27:36 +0200 

From: "Mariz, John C" <MarizJC@state.gov> Fadd to address bo ok! Fadd ta soam b lock list! 
Subject; RE: Photo Faisal Alrehaiii Attached 

To: '"sseramur@ange!fire.com"' <sssrdmur@angelfire-com> 


Auction foi 
Domain N; 
Finia.betf 


Sam: You have beautiful children. The first response back from the 
Department of State in Washington is that I cannot issue a passport to 
someone who is not physically present before me. A few more people are 
looking at the issue, but for the time being I am going to operate on that 
assumption. I have sent messages to our consular staff in Malaysia, if I 
hear anything more today, 1*11 give you a call. Regards. 

> Original Message 

> From: Samantha E. Seramur f SMTP: 5seraniur @ anaelfire.com ] 

> Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2002 6:51 PM 

> To: MarizJC@state.gov 

> Subject: Photo Faisal Alrehaiii Attached 

> 

> Photo Faisal Alrehaiii (DOB Sep. 15, 1986) attached. 


> Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 

> Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

> Sign up today at ht t o: //mail . lvcos.com « File: 0007_0002.jpg 

» 


|wame:l|tmp 25604178.347S9I 
I S<»;{|2708bYte(s) ] 

I Typerllapplication/ms-tnef | 

: Reply i Reply Ail I Forward I Downioatl I Delete ! Move! All headers! S) S 


» l.ycos WruldwJde ® Copyright 2001 Lyco?, inc. Ai' Rights ReseA-sd Lycos® is s registered trademark of Carnegie Mellon Universil 
About Tsrrsi Lycos ] Help I jobs > Aaverd-se I fiuw.ness DsveSopment 

Vour i;so of thir. wabsiti? corisdiutes ac.c-i<i^ai!;oe of tl'.e Lycos Network ^ Condit;o?i» 
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loBox ♦ S end Emai j • Ad d r ess Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Opti ons 
: Reply i ■ Reply Aii 1 Forward j • Download I Delete | Move j : Aii headers 1 
Date: Wed, 24 Ju! 2002 09:31:53 +0100 

rroni: "Samancha E. Seramur" <sserafnur@angeifire.cofn> ( add to ad dress bookl' [add io sgam bi ock Hs il 
Subject: Update 

Organization: Angeifire (http://email.angeifire.mailcjty.iycos.com;80) 

To; "Mariz John C" <M2riz3C@stete.‘’ov> 

Reply To; sseramur@angelfire.com 


Dear Mr. Mariz, 

In reference to my children, it is a life or death emergency. My 
ex-husband has already been investigated in a Murder for Hire against 
me by the FBI FOIPA number 367 . 34 1/190-HO-1047723 . He is extremely 
dangercuc, should he discover my children's intentions and manage 
to stop us from leaving due to the fact that I do not have passports 
for my children to travel. Rvery minute is vital. 

There is a serious Lliieat LhaL lie will kill my cliildieii and I, should 
he arrange to stop us. Maha has already atterapted suicide and she 
has stated in written testimony (I have this testimony for verification), 
that she will kill herself if she cannot get away from her father. 

She has wrote that she located many photos of myself in his locked 
up office, taken by someone paid to 'watch me. He cannot get a visa 
to enter the United States, but she stated he wa-s often in Canada. 

Maha has been subject to pedophiles, having stayed with my ex-husband's 
wife'.5 family during summers and I fear that her abuse by them will 
continue should she be allowed to remain in the situation she is 
in. My ex-husband's brother in lav;, beginning at the age of 21 
subjected Maha to sexual abuse at the age of eleven as she was held 
against her will, an AMerican citizen, by my ex Saudi husband. 

T definately fear that, this type of thing will conti rme, if she 
cannot get away from the situation she is in. 

Regarding my son Faisal, Maha refuses to discuss what has happened 
to him. She tells me that she will let me know on the plane and 
only when we get away from her father. 

This is just a brief summary for your information and I have all 
of the documents and written statements by my children to verify 
all of the above. Even her friend.s fear for their lives, having 
written me begging to assist them. 

This is not the first time. In 1997, the consulate in Jeddah also 
received a letter from my daughter that a teacher smuggled out to 

me desparaoely seeking our help to get my children, all AMerican citizens out of t 


http://be2:maa.ai^etttre.mailcityi...':l&booinext_on_tlisp_pg=true&bdolj>rev bn_(lisp_pg=tru 9/27/02 
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explains the urgency and iite and death, seriousness ot this situation 
a bit further. The situation is, according to all definitions, 
one of a life or death eraergency for U.S. citizens abroad. We are 
planning on traveling directly to the United States. 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at h ttp : / / mail . 1 vccs . com 
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InBox • Send Em ail • Address Book • Foiders • Check Oth er Email * Optaons 
Reply j • Reply Ail j Forward j Download j Delete { • Move I Ail headers j 
Date: Wed, 24 Ju! 2002 10:40:07 +0100 

From: "Sarnantna E. Seramur” <sseramur@iangeifire.com> f add to addres s book! [add ep 
spam block iis t] 


Organization: 

To; 
Reply To: 


Angelfire (http://emssl.ange!fire.ma!lcjty.iycos.com:80) 
"Hariz, John C" <MarizJC@state.gov> 
sseramur@anqetfire.com 


A qcti oi 
hing 3 



job 


Dear Mr. Mariz, 

Please note that I air. in possession of a copy of my Final Judgement 
of Dissolution of Marriage Broward County FLorida Case no. 90-27857 
granting me sole parental responsibility as defined in F.S, 61046 
(12) of my children and a Permanent Restraining Order from their 
father entered into on June 20, 1991. 

Thank you very much for your kind assistance, 

Sam Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at h ttp; / / ma . i 1 . lycos . com 

’ Reply j I Reply Ail i ; Forward ! ■ Download I Delete | Move 1 All headers} 0] [S 


» Lycos OCopvhgiittjOQI, LytcfS, Inc. Ait Rights Res«r%-9d. L’fcos's-ifi s rsgi^inreK'i Upiversll.'; 

Abou'. T&nw Lycp';; I Oevs-opms.'^ 
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MBpx • Sen.d.Emaij • Addres s B o ok • Folders • Check Other Email • Options 

- ■ . i I, - , . .. i ' I : _ ' - V .-'-1 ' I . - f mm 

. Kepiv I : Reply am j rorwar a [ Liownioao j ^ ueiete { : Move ■ i Alt neaaers j Hi 

Date: Sat, 27 Ju! 2002 14:30:37 +0100 

rioni: "Samancrra E. Seramur" <ssefamur@ange}fire.cofn> F atid to address book] 
f add to sp a m block list ] 


Organization: 

To: 

Repfy To: 


Angelfire (http://ema}l.angelfire.maiic}ty.iycos.cofn:80) 
"iAariz, John C " <Mari 2 jC^iscate.gov> 
sseramur@anqelfire.com 


Auction farAwerica 
DGTnsin Names - J19. 
Find a b etter lob 


Attached photo two re your request. 
Very Best, 

Sam 


Is your boss reading your email? Probably 

Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http; //mail . Iv co s . c om 
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tag OUT | My Account i Help 


InBox • Sen d Email « Address B o o k « Folders • Check Otfier Email Potions 
Reply I . Reply All i Forward I Dowrrload i Deietel Move I : Ati headers ! 

Date; Mon, 29 Jul 2002 13:51:13 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> fadd to address b ooki f add to spam block iis ti 
Subject: Test Email 


S IB PREMI 

Auction 
Domair 
Find a i 


To: "■sseramur@angelfire.CQm"’ <sseramur@angelfire.con.i> 


Please reply with attachroents of all three children’s 


C \ 

paS^ort-^hotos . Beth 


Beth A. Payne 

Office of Children's issues 
Consular Affairs 
U-S. Department of State 
Tel.: 202-312.-96.95 
Fax: 202-312-9743 



(yO'l- 


Reply I Reply All 1 ' Forward I Download I Delete ! Move j All headers ■ 


a a 


» Lycos Worldv.(ide ® Copyright 2001. Lycos, Inc. .Ail Rights Resen/od. Lycix?© is a registered trademark of Carneg:e Mellon Universil 
About Terra Lycos i Help! Jobs! Advertise | Business De\'6lopmefit 

Vtiii!' U59 of tnis websils constitutes acceptance of the tycos Network R/lyacy. Policy and Terms SCpndihons 
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ln.^x • Sen d Em aii • Ad dress Boo k • Folders • Check Other Email • Options 
Reply I - Reply Ais ! Fo rward j Download } Deiete | Hove | : Ail headers I 


Date: 

From: 

Subject: 

Organization: 

To: 
Repiy To: 


Mon, 29 3u! 2002 22:01:31 +0100 

"Samantfia E. Seramur" <sserafnur@angeifire.cofn> fad d to address b ook j [add to spam block iiscl 
Re; Test Email 

Angelfire (bttp://6mail.angelfire.mailcity.lycos.com:80) 

Beth A'* <: PayneBA.^Ktate.goy^ 
sseram u r@an 9 eifi re. com 


Dear Ms. Payne: 

As you requested, please find photographs of Maha (16) attached. 

Safiah and Faisal follow. Please do not contact the Malaysian 
government at this time because it may jeapardise bringing my American 
children out of this life threatening situation^ should the Malaysian 
government contact the Saudi govermtent before they can escape their life and deat 
Thank you very much. 

Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at ntt d: / /itiai i . ly cos . com 
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InBox • ^end_ Ejpaii • Address Book * Poldefs • Check Other Email • Options 
: Rep ly j Repiy A ii 1 Forward j Downioad j ' Delete ! Move j ^ All headers i 


Date: Tue, 30 Jot 2002 00:17:09 +0HX) 

From: "Safnantna c. Seramur" <sserafnur@angeifire.cQfn> fadd Lo address book ] [add co s pam, btock iisL] 
Subject: Maha Alrehaiii Cioseup 

Organization: Angelfire (http://email.angelfire.mailcity.lycos.com: 80) 

To: "Pa''ne, Beth A“ <Pa''r!eB.A$5>st3te.gov'> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.com 


Attached re your request. 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at i ./mail . I. ycc s . cpia 
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• Send Ema il • Address Book • P olders • Check Other Emaii • Options 
^ Reply Aii j F orward j Downroad 1 Delete [ • Move I : Aii headers j l_ll ii:l 

Date; Tue, 30 3u! 2002 00:12:43 +0100 

rrom: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angelnre.cofn> fadd to address book ! [add lo spam block iis tl 
Subject: Faisal Airehaiii Photo 

Organization: Angelfire (http://emaH.angelfire.mailcity.lycos.com:80) 

To: "Pa''rs, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelflre.com 


Dear Ms. PAyne: 

In reference to our discussion, last night, please note that the 
FBI case on my husband entitled ITAR-Murder for Hire: 00: Miami, 

Armed and Dangerous, file number 166-10171. FOIPA No. 367.341 /190-HO-1047723 , 

They asked me to go into Witness Protection at the time. The date 
is October 29, 1993. Thank you, Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http; //mail . Ivc o s . c om 



• Reply I ; Reply All ! Forward j : Downioad } : Delete | ; Move j Ail headers j 



http:/A)e2-mail.angei±ii'e.mailcity...:16&boo!_next_on_disp_pg;=true&booijprey on_disp_pg-tru 9/27/02 


1081 


A-Tn^elfire 



Wtrauma 

Welcome sseramur@angelfire.c 
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Log our i My ftcecunt ] Help 


In Bo x e Send Emoii • Address Bo ok • Folders « Check Other Email • Option s 

Reply i Reply Ail I Forward | Download 1 . Delete j Move] All heatjers j 5] S premi 

Date: Tue, 30 Jul 2002 06:56:18 -0400 

From; "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> fadd to address book! radd to spam block list l 
Subject: RE: Maha Alrehaili Closeup 

To: ''’sseramur@angslfire.com"' <sseramur@angeJfire.coiii> 


Auction 
D omair 
Find a 1 


I got your photographs. 

Can you ask Maha tonight' whether there is any way the American consul in 
Jeddah can meet all three of your children outside their home, e.g., at a 
mall, restaurant, or if there' is a chance I can come to the house at a time 
when they could let me in — day or night is fine. -She can take photos with 
a Polaroid (or use the ones you just emailed), have. them, sign the. 
applications, make the passports in Jeddah, and FedEx them to you or give 
them back to the kids . What do you think? 

Beth 


Original Message 

From; Samantha E. Seramur Imailto; s5eramui-8anqelfire.com 1 

Sent: Monday, July 29, 2002 7:18 PM 

To: Payne, Beth A 

Subject: Maha Alrehaili Closeup 


Attached re your request. 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at htto: //mail . lvccs .com 


iNamecjltmp 21112362.342351 
I ^2e?||2399byte(s) 1 

I Tyt^|appllcation/ms-tnef | 

Reply I Re p l y Ail i .Forward] Download ! Delete ! Move ! : Ai! headers I [D S 


>> uycos Woiic'i 
Terra Lyios ; 


'''^,'ignt '.¥.k 51, Lycos, tnc. .All Rights Reserved Lycos® is a registered iraoscaitr of C=r 
' .A'Jvertiss j Business Development 


e Unlvei'si' 
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Wescomfi $sersnr>ur@3ngejfsre.cem 

In Box » Send Eiriaii • Address Bo ok • Folders • Check Oth* 'Email * Potions 
Repiy i Reply Ail j Forward ] Download ; Delete j Mov e j j 11 Headers I 
Date: Tue, 30 lul 2002 07:02:35 -0400 
From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@>state.gov> F add to actress bQOkl Fadd to spam block !ist 1 
Subject; RE: Faisal Airehaili Photo / 

To: '"sseramur@angetftre.conV" <sseramur@angelfi^.com> 



i.og OUT i Hy Account [ Help 


a s 


Auction 
Domair 
Find a t 


Thank you. We've confirmed that a complaint was filed, but unfortunately no 
criminal charges were ■^ilec^. We do, however, have sufficient documentation 
of abuse of the children to use that in negotiating with the Malaysian 
.'government if necessary. We, of course, will not talk to the Malaysian 
govermnent without your permission. Beth 


Original Message 

From: Samantha E. Seramur I mailto: sseramur9angelfire.com l 

Sent: Monday, July 29, 2002 7:13 PM 

To: Payne, Beth A 

Subject: Faisal Airehaili Photo 


Dear Ms. PAyne: 

In reference to our discussion last night, please note that the FBI case on 
my husband entitled ITAR-Murder for Hire: 00: Miami, Armed and Dangerous, 
file number 166-10171. FOIPA No. 367.341 /i90-HO-1047723. 

They asked me to go into Witness Protection at the time. The date- is 
October 29, 1993. Thank you, Saitiiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail, 
Sign up today at http ; //mail . lvcos.com 


I Size:||2523 byte(s) } 

jType;|{application/ms-tnef { 

Reply S Repiy Ail j Forward I Download j Delete | Move } All headers j j3 13 


Wc^ld'wide ^ Cc'pvfight 50C‘1, Lycos. Inc. .AJI Rights -Rsse.'ved. Lyios® is s regisfated trsdemark cf Carnegie -'.•’•etio;'! UniV6'’S!l 
<• a ,"<■ ■''' uC .Advertise i Susicess 

httn:.//bel-mai!.angeitirc.niai!c!,..d6&bool next on ciisp_pg— tnie&bool_prev on ciisp_pg=tn! 9/2b/02 
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Log OUT f Hy Account 1 HeJp 


In Box • Send Email • Address Bo ok * Folders • Ched< Other Email • Potio ns 
. Reply \ Reply All | Forward I Oovmioad j Delete j Move j Aii headers I 
Date: Tue, 30 lul 2002 08:13:32 -0400 

From; "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> fadd to address book! fadd t o spam block iist l 
Subject: RE: Maha Alrehaiii Closeup 

To; ''’sseramur@angelfire.com'" <sseramur@angelfice,co{n> 


a 1 PREMIE 

Auction f 
Domain i 
Find a be 


Thanks for your response. I will pass this on to the Consul in Jeddah. We 
will respect your and you. childrens' wishes and will make no attempt to 
contact them in Saudi Arabia. I will call you this evening after I talk to 
the Consul in Kuala Lumpur. Beth 

Original Message 

From: Samantha .E,. Seramur f mai 1 to.; .sse ramur.@.ana&If i re . com ] 

Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2002 8:14 AM 

To : PavneBA@state.acv 

Cc : oavnebaSaol . com 

Subject: RE: Maha Alrehaiii Closeup 


Dear Ms. Payne: 

In reference to your request for the children to meet someone from 
the U.S. embassy in Jeddah outside their home to take photos and 
get documents signed for passports to be issued. My children are 
presently in a life and death situation. Their father has always 
refused your welfare visits and has taken it out directly on my 
children through emotional and physical abuse. My daughter has 
tried to commit suicide and is threatening to do it again if she 
fails to get away from the situation. The children, are imprisoned 
in their villa and are only allowed out under strict supervision. 

There is no way that my children can risk their lives to meet someone from 
the embassy to give them photographs. 1 sent you all the photographs 
including close ups. 

First I sent them to the Malta Consul and then to you upon your 
request for their passports. I ask you kindly do not in any way try to 
contact my children in Saudi Arabia. They will be seriously injured if not 
killed as a result of such actions. THank you for your understanding. 

Please see documented previous abuse in your file. Very Best Regards, 
Samiah SEramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at h ttp; //mail ■ 1 vcos . com 


hltp:/7be 1 “inail.ange! tire, maiici. . . : 1 6&bwl^Ssxt^tiJ<iisp^g= 


Wamerjjtmp i6564p,26.33756| 


rue&boot nrev on clisp_pg=tru W26/02 
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^w^^firaWatt 

WeScoms sseramur@3ngeifire.com Log OUT j My Account ! Help 

In Box • Send Email • Address Book « Folders » Check Other Email « Options 
R^iy I Reply At! ' Forward i Download ! Delete i Move i Ail headers j 
Date; Tue, 30 Jui 2002 08: 14:07 -0400 (EDT) 

From: Mail Delivery Subsystem <MAILER-DAEMOfi@aol.com> Fadd to a ddress boo kl [add to spam block iistl 
Subject: Returned mail: User unknown 
To: <sseramur@angelfire.com> 


froTTi xyzzvE.whowhere.cora [209.1.236.991 


*** ATTENTION *** 

Your e-iaail is being returned to you because there was a problem with its 
delivery. The address which was imdeliverable is listed in the section 
labeled: " The following addresses had permanent fatal errors 

The reason your mail is being returned to you is listed in the section 
labeled: ” Transcript of Session Follows ". 

The line beginning with "«<” describes the specific reason your e-mail could 
not be delivered. The next line contains a second error message which is a 
.general translation for other .e-mail servers. 

Please direct further questions regarding this message to your e-mail 
administrator. 

— ACL Postmaster 


The following addresses had permanent fatal errors 

< pavneba@aol . com > 

Transcript of session follows — 

... while talking to air-xh05.mail.aol.com.: 

>» RCPT To; < pavneba@aol . com > 

«< 550 MAILBOX NOT FOUND 

550 <p avne b a0aol.c om>. . . User unknown 


Date:Tue, 30 Jui 2002 13:13:35 +0100 

From:"Samantha £. Seramur" <sseramur@ang^fire.cQm> fadd to address b ook1 [ad d to spam blo ck I istl 
Subject:RE: Maha Alrehaili Closeup 
Organization:Angelfire (http://email.angelfire.mailcity.lycos.com:80) 

To: PayneBA@state.gov 
Ccipaynfiba@.aQ!..com 
Reply To:sseramur@angelfire,com 

Dear Ms. Payne: 

In reference to your request for the children to meet someone from 
the U.S. embassy in Jeddah outside their home to take photos and 
get documents signed for passports -to be issued. My children are 

http;7/ber-fflail,angeltire,ina.iicit,,,:Od€6odr next on disp^g=tfue%H6oi_pfev bii disp_pg'=ttu y/26/U2 
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presenciy xn a xxre ana aeaan sicuacion. rneir racnsr nas axways 
refused your welfare visits and lias taken it out directiy on my 
children through emotional and physical abuse. My daughter has 
tried to commit suicide and is threatening to do it again if she 
fails to get away from the situation. The children are imprisoned 
in their villa and are only allowed out under strict supervision. 

There is no way that my children can risk their lives to meet someone 
from the embassy to give them photographs, I sent you all the photographs includi 
First I sent them to the Malta Consul and then to you upon your 
request for their passports. I ask you kindly do not in any way 
try to contact my children in Saudi Arabia. They will be seriously 
injured if not killed as a result of such actions. THank you for your understands 
Please see documented previous abuse in your file. Very Best Regards, Samiah SEi 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at htto : / /mail . Ivcos . co m 


• Reply I Reply Ali I Forward I Download ! Delete 1 Move I AH headers \ 


» Lycos VVorldwidfi ® Copyright 20C1, Lycos, Inc. Rights Rsssrvsd. t.yocs® is g ragrstorsd tradRinark of Carregis Mailoti Uoivensi! 
Al50i.iL Tsrn-f Lyoos i Help | Jobs [, Advertise I Dus'ness Dsveiopment 

Yout use ot this website constiUites acceptenoe of tlia Lycos Netv«;:k PHyaVi Policy, '[®Lnr- A.togditioijs 


fattD;//bei-maii.angeftire.maiicit...; 0 &booi_iiext_on_disp_pg=true<febool_prev_on_disp_pQf=tru 9/2b/02 
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InSQX * Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Option s 

Reply ! Reply Aii j Forward \ Download i Delete i Move [ All headers 1 S] 

Date: 30 3ul 2002 12:02:33 -0000 

From: MAILER-DAEMON [ add to addres s book! radd to sp a m block Kst l 
Subject: failure notice 

To! sseramur^angelfirexom 


Hi. This is the mailer-daemoR. I'm afraid I wasn't able to 
aeiiver luessaye lo _ .owing addresses- This is. a 

permanent error; I've given up. Sorry it didn't work out. 

< PavneBA@stat6 . o'ov > : 

169.253'.4.1 failed after I sent the message. 

.Remote host said: 554 Invalid data .in message 

Below this line is a copy of the message. 

Return-Path: <sserainur Mangel fi re. com> 

Received: from Unknown/Locai ((?.?.?.?]) by angeifire.com; Tue Jul 30 05:02:18 20( 
To: "Payne, Beth A" < PavneBA@sta te . qov > 

Date: Tue, 30 Jul 2002 13:02:18 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur” < sserarourgBncfelf ire . com > 

' Message-ID: <IOFCOGLEFGPIBAAA8angelfire . com> 

Mime-Version: 1.0 
X-Sent-Mail: on 

Reply-To: sseramur@anaelfire.com 
X-Mailer: MailCity Service 
Subject: RE: Maha Alrehaili Closeup 
X-Sender-Ip: 195-158.102.86 

Organization: Angel. fire ( http: //email.ang e lfire.mailcitv. lvcos.com; SO ) 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 

Content-Language: en 

Content-Length: 1249 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 

Dear Ms. Payne: 

In reference to your reguest for the children to meet someone from 
the U.S. embassy in Jeddah outside their home to take photos and 
get documents signed for passports to be issued. My children are 
presently in a life and death situation. Their father has always 
refused your welfare visits and has taken it out directly on my 
children through emoxional and physical abuse. My daughter has 
tried to commit saiicide and is threatening to do it again if she 
fails to get away from the situation. The children are imprisoned 
in their villa and are only allowed out under strict supervision. 

There is no 'way that my children can risk their lives to meet someone 
from the embassy to give them photographs. I sent you all the photographs. 

First I sent them to the Malta Consul and then to you upon your 
request for their passports. Do not in any way try to contact my 
children in Saudi Arabia- THey will be seriously injured if not 
killed as a result of such actions. THank you for your understanding. 

Please see documented p.revio.us abus.e in your tile.. Very .Best Regards, Samiah .SEi 

http:.i/bel-maii.angeltire.maiicit...;u&booi next_oti_<iisp^g=true&booi_j)rev_on_disp_pg==tru 9,/26./02 
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JD.P.9X • Send Email • A ddres s Boo k • F ol dere • Check Other Emai l • Options 
Reply i ^ Reply Ahj Forward j ■ Download I Delete | • Move j : Ail headers } 

Date: Tue, 30 Jul 2002 13:02:18 +0100 

From: "Samanma c. Seramur’ <sserafnur@angeif(re.com> f add to address bookl (aci d co s pa m biock iisi] 
Subject: RE: Maha Alrehaili Closeup 
Organization: Angelfire (http://emaii.angeiRre.mailcity.lycos.cofn:80) 

T»j; "Dawng^ B6th A" <Pa''nfiBA@£tate.goy> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire,com 


Dear Ms. Payne: 

In reference to your request for the children to meet someone from 
the U.S. embassy in Jeudaii outside their home to take photos and 
get documents signed for passports to be issued. My children are 
presently in a life and death situation. Their father has aivrays 
refused your welfare visits and has taken it out directly on my 
children through emotional and physical abuse. My daughter has 
tried to commit suicide and is threatening to do it again if she 
fails to get away from the situation. The children are imprisoned 
in their villa and are only allowed out under strict supervision. 

There is no way that my children can risk their lives to meet someone 
from the embassy to give them photographs. I sent you all the photographs. 

First I sent them to the Malta Consul and then to you upon your 
request for their passports. Do not in any way try to contact my 
children in Saudi Arabia. THey will be seriously injured if not 
killed a.s a result of such actions. THank yon for your understanding. 

Please see documented previous abuse in your file. Very Best Regards, Samiah SE) 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at http ; //mail . l ycc-s .com 

: Reply j Reply All j i Forward ! Download I ' Delete j Move j Ail headers ! Sj 


v '•/r pt ^*01 Utos. Inc. Al* Right's Ressr.-sd. tyco&'i'ic s rji Mfciion 

Lycos j Hyip ) D&vs'iopfnent 

^ O'sr' ccn . otjsice c-'? tfiO ifios Nstwofk rfivaev Pgiicy sr.d Te|ir^.&„Cpr!di^n% 


http:/7be2-maiI.angeltire.maiicity.L..:U&bool_next_on_dispj^=true&bool_prev_on_(iisp_pg-tru 9/27/02 
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InBox • Send Email • Add ress Book • Fol ders • Check Other Email • O p ti ons 
; Reply j Kepiy Ail j Forward j • Download j Delete j Move I :^i headers} 

Date: Tue, 30 Jul 2002 13:13:35 +0100 

From: "Sdmanfcha E. Seramur ' <ssefamur@angelnre.cofn> ia dd lo address book] {ad^ig_sjiaIILh[ 2 ?y>,ii&i:j 
Subject: RE: Maha Alrehaili Closeup 
Organization: Angeifire (http: //email. angeifire. mailcity.lycos.com:80) 
tq; Pa''neB.*.@state.'’ov 
Cc: payneba@aol.com 


Dear Ms. Payne: 

In reference to your request for the children to meet someone front 
the U.S. embassy in Jeddah outside their hoxue to take photos and 
get documents signed for passports to be issued. My children are 
presently in a life and death situation. Their father has always 
refused your welfare visits and has taken it out directly on my 
children through emotional and physical abuse. My daughter has 
tried to commit suicide and is threatening to do it again if she 
fails to get away from the situation. The children are imprisoned 
in their villa and are only allowed out under strict supervision. 

There is no way that my children can risk their lives to meet someone 
from the embassy to give them photographs. I sent you ail the photographs includ:' 

First I sent them to the Malta Consul and then to you upon your 
request for their passports. I ask you kindly do not in any way 
try to contact m.y children in Saudi Arabia. They will be seriously 
injured if not killed as a result of such actions. THank. you for your under.stand • 

Please see documented previous abuse in your file. Very Best Regards, Samiah SEi 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at h ttp: / /mail . Ivcc-s. com 

: Reply j ■ Reply AH | ^ Forward j ^ Download j Delete ! Move j All headere 1 




2301 !fK M Ria-e -ved. e Univereif; 


http://beZ-mail.angeltire.mailcity.l...:l&booI_next_on_disp_pg=ti-ue&bool j)rev_on_{lispj)g=tru 9/27/02 
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vyai«:oai« sserafnur@angsirsre-,coni 


Lc-.q OUT 


Mv Arcount j Help 


In Sox ® S end Email * Addres s Book * Folders • Check O ther Email ® Opti ons 
Reply ! Reply Ail j Forward I Download ■ Delete I Move j Al! headers ! 

Date: Tue, 30 Ju! 2002 17:43:10 -0400 

From: "Kass, David" <David.Kass@mai!.house.gov> fadd to address book ! ladd to spam b lock list! 
Subject: RE: Additional 

To: sseramiJi@ang8lFire.com 


S EB PREMl 

Auct io n 
Do mair 
Find a 1 


I think you are doing the right thing. You need to make your desires very 
clear to the State Department, and you need to document everything. You 
should stay in contact with Beth Payne, and try to know what she is doing 
to help you. As much as you may not like dealing with her, she is in a 
poMtlon to .mak.e this thing work. Also, by staying in touch with her, you 
will know if State has done something contrary to your interests, and you 
can let us know. You have done a great job up to this point, and I think 
you just need to stay the course. 

Please let me know what she says a'fter she has spoken to our embassy in 
Malays ia. 

Sincerely, 

David 


Original Message 

From; Samantha E. Seramur rmaiIto; sseramur@anqel fire. com ] 

Sent; Tuesday, July 30, 2002 3; 45 PM 

To: Kass, David 

C c : toml in@cbsnew5 . com 

Subject: Add.itional 


David, I am sincerely terrified of what she will say this time or what she 
will do. I cant sleep or eat. I am wearing down and must drag myself up to 
maintain strength to save my children. She intimidated me so horribly the 
first conversation but I held on. On my way to the U.S. Embassy today, I 
jotted down the following note, "I am. on my way to the Embassy to sign a 
privacy statement- I am so afraid. Last night harrassed for an hour and 
now afraid what will happen, if I will have to stand at the window with 
everyone in the room listening and watching. They make me feel like 
garbage, a traitor, and that I am causing problems for everyone. I must 
tell him to do not contact the Malaysian government or any other government. 
1 am afraid- I fear for my life and the lives of my children from my own 
government. I am so afraid." ENDNOTES. I signed a release of privacy to 
Amb. Huran and noted on the paper, "Do not provide information to any 
individual or government other ! 

than Amb. Hume Horan." I wrote that because I was afraid, really afraid it 

was a trick- 

Sara 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 

''our ’messages private bv using Lvcos Mail. ,, 

Mip!//b<?l ■■itiaii.angeLf!fc.niaiicit...!0&bool next on disp pg— ime^booi prev on disp pg^ru 
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Sign up today 
Reply i Repiv All i 


a t http :/ /mail . 1 yco s ♦ com 
Forward j Downioad I Deiete i Move j 


^ headers ' 


a H 



hUp;//be 1 -raaii.angeltire, tnailcil. , , ;U&booi_next_on_disp_pg^ue&booi_jprev_oti_clisp jg— iru y/26/U2 
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.. /'rfU 




Waic£!i-ir?e sseramMr@angelfire.com 


Leg OU'r ! ?'1y Account i HeSp 


lO-Bgx * Send Eniaji • Address Book ♦ Folders • Check Other Email « Options 
Reply I Repjx/ All j Forward j Oownioad j Delete I Move I All headers i S 

Date: Tue, 30 lul 2Q02 20:12:02 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> Fadd to a ddr^ s book] Fadd to soam block 
list] 

Subject: RE: Maha Airehaili Closeup 

To: "'sseramijr@angelfire.com'" <sseramur@angelfire.com> 


PREMIER PARTNERS 

Auction for America 
Domain Names - S19.9 5 
Find a b ett er -jo b 


I'm trying to call you but your mobile phone is busy. Beth 
Original Message 

From: Samantha E. Seramur [mailto : sseramurganaelf ire . com ) 

Sent.: Mo.aday/ July 2.9, 200.2 7:1.8 PM 

To: Payne, Beth A 

Subject: Maha Airehaili Closeup 


Attached re your request. 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http: //mail . Ivcos . c om 


|Nam'e:[[i^ 11152876.33226] 

I Stze'!|{2035 t>yte(s) I 

I Type;[[3pplication/ms-tnef ] 

Reply I Reply All i Forward I Download j Delete I Move ! All headers i S| S 

» Lyco.s Worldwide © Copyright 2001, Lycos, ir.c. Aii Rights Resen.-sd, Lyco-s®!? a fftgi5rsr3.-i trademark of Carnagis Msiion Universii 
Aho'ji TiiiC'.a Lycos i i-ietp j Ochs * Aovei'icsi Business Develoamerit 

I'CLii csy. of th;o wshsito oensdtotas acceptance of tns Lycos Neo-verh Ffhacy Pcjjcv ar.c! Terms d Conditipl'S 


http;//bel-i!iai{.angeitiro,niailci...:16&.boo! next on <lisp_pe:=tfiie&booI_prev on ciisp_pg=tru y./26/02 
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WeScome sssramunttangalfire.ccm «.og OLIT j t^s' AcrounI: ! Hasp 

InBox e Send Emaii « Address B ook » Folders « Check Other Erriail • Potions 
Reply \ Reply Ail I Forward j Oov«m!oad j : Delete I Move i Ail hitters j 
Date: Tue, 30 Jul 2002 20:15:39 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> ladd to address book! tadd to spam block listi 
Subject: URGENT 

To: "'sseramu!@angelfire.com‘” <sserafriur@3ngetfire.com> 


1 l3 PREMIER 

Auction for 
Domain N^ 
Find a bet i 


I 'it. trying to call you to discuss the 

one of the lines so we can talk? I'm 
try 

again in 10”. Beth 


information I received from Malaysia 
srs busy -- :''’''ase £: — 

going to move my car and will 


iNama:tltmp_1015Z725.33146| 

} Srze:|ll835 byte(s) I 

I Type:||appllcation/ms-tnef ] 

Reply I Reply All ! Forward I Down load ! Delete i Move ! Ail he aders ! a 0 


» Lycos Worldwide © Copyright 200T Lycos^ Inc. M Rights Reserved. Lycos© is a registered trademark of c:;arr:egio Mellon Universil 
About Terra Lycos I Help' .'ot'S [ Advertise! Business Deveiopntent 

use of this r.'obsita constilutes acceptgc.oe ot the Lycos Network Priya^^ 


http://be 1 “maiLangeitire mailci. . , : 16&booi next on_dispjpg^rue&t)ool_prev_on_clisp j)g=tru 9/26/02 
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Log OUT I Hy Account \ Heip 


InBgx e Send Email • Addres s Bock * Folders « Check Other Email • O ptio ns 
Reply I Reply All j Forward j Download \ Delete | Move [ Ail headers I 
Date: Tue, 30 Ju! 2002 20:39:38 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> Fadd to address book! f ad d to s pam block listl 
Subject: I will call you tomorrow 

Te: ‘''sseramur@ange!fire.com’'' <sserarnur@angelfire-coni> 


S S PREMI 

Aojction 

Domair 

Find.aJ 


I cannot reach you (8:45 pra in WashDC) . I v/ill call you v/hen I get into the 
office tomorrow. Beth 


}Name:|rtmp~08880906.33028| 

1 Size^|l729 byte(s) 1 

I Tvpe?]|application/ms-tnef | 

Reply ! ' Reply Aii I Forward I .P.9wn|qadJ Delete 1 Move I All headers I [2 0 


» Lycos Worldwide ® Copyright 200^ Lycos., inc. Ail Rights Reserved lycC'S® Is a registere-s rrads'-nark of Carnfegs^i MeHor Univarsii 
About Tarra Lycos I Hoipj Jcbsl Acivartis? | Scsinass Devslopmect 

Vour use of this website coiistituies acceptance of tne Lycos i-Jetwork and Terms S .CqndKig_n.s 


http:/7bei-maii.angeiti!‘e.ni3iici...:!t'&:booi next on disp_pg=true&bc*ol_prev on disp_pg=lru y,/26,nJ2 




1094 


Angelfire 


Page 1 of 1 


’ i#s;5{;&iu-3 s3er3jaMii@iiagsiflre=con? Loj|,,oaT | A-jvcii'O: i H«:y 


In Box • Send S ma ii • Ad dress Book • Folders • Check Other Email • O pt i ons 

: Re ply j _Repiy AiU ' F orward j • Download 1 Delete } Move | :Aii headers! ,51 S Pscmtcis 


Date: 

From: 

Subject: 

Organization: 

To: 

Reply To: 


Wed, 31 lul 2002 03:50:02 +0100 

"Samancna E. Seramur" <:ssefamur#angeinre.com> l add to addre sb- bookj fadd io spam 
b lock iist ] 

Angelfire (htl:p://emaH.angelflre.fnaiiclty.lycos.com:80) 

"Payne, Beth A” <PayneBA@stace.gav> 
sseramur@anqelfire.com 


r Arne ; 
Find a gett er |ob 


i am online and cell phone is working, please try it if u can or 
contact me tomorrow. Thank you so much for trying so late Ms. Payne. 
My cell phone is 356 99488102. Best Regards, Sam 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at h tto: //ntail . Ivco s . com 

■ Reply 1 : Reply All I i Forward I I Download j ! Delete | ^ Move 1 All headers j ^ !S 


»• l-vci?.? liSwIdtt 'v- Cos,>vrisi'4 2005. lysos. inc: AS Rights Rfir&oived. Lycos^:' is a ragistared tra<lp!v;;-!h; -.if (Jamecjij: Meilo*. 

/V.'cutTs'r.'* '.y.'j'jv ; Hvipi .fobs j Adwr^.'s? ! Biwinsss Developjnont 

Your DSC- cf !7!!n V'/iibsit© cQn;iitd.'5+'; fic-cfiptzncn of ?h© Lytos ?4&&VQiif Pf,iv^,..Pojky 


http://be2-mail.aiigellu-e.mailcity.L..:l&bool_next_on_disp_pg=true&bool_prev_onj3isp_pg-tra 9/27/02 
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Wa^cfirrt'?. ^sarasmuri 










indeifire.con? 


Log OUT i My Account \ Help 


In Box e Send Email • Address.Bock • Fol ders • C heck Other Email • Potions 
Reply i Reply Ail j Forward i Download j Delete! Move I Ail headers | 

Date: Wed, 31 lul 2002 08:51:56 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> fadd to address book! fadd to spam block list ] 
Subject: RE: Re our conversation this morning 

To: "'sseraniur@angelfire-CQm'" <sseramur(§>ange!fire-Com> 


ill 13 PREMIER 

Auction foi 
Domain Na 
Find 3 betl 


Thanks for this — I need oiore information on why Maha's stepbrother v.'ould 
kill her — is this an hcr.cr ]:il‘’: "Shen was this threat made and to 

whom? Can you send roe other chats detailing the sexual abuse Maha has 
suffered? Thanks. Beth 

Original Message--- — 

From.: Samantha ,E. Seramur f.mailto: -Sseramur@anciel fire. com ] 

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2002 8:48 AM 
To: Payne, Beth A 

Subject: Re our conversation this morning 


RE: Conversation with Maha Alrehaili July 31, 2002, 5:00 a.m. 
Maha is "Dont say u love me unless u really mean it,...” 

I am "Hear me out.." 


"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do something 
crazy like believe it.!" scrive: 
cuz if dad catches roe 
Hear me out scrive: 
i know 

"Don’t say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do something 
crazy like believe it!" scrive: 
i 'm dead 


"Don’t say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do something 

crazy like believe it!" scrive: 

and she said that u saw abdullah in amer 

Hear me out scrive: 

abudlla who 

"Don't say u love me unless u really Eiean it, because I might do something 

crazy like believe itl” scrive: 

and that he would come and kill me 

Hear me out scrive: 

wha t abdul 1 ah ? ? 

Hear me out scrive: 
what??? 

"Don’t say u love me unless u r.eally juean .it,b.ecause I .might do something 
crazy like believe it!" .scrive: 

http;.Abel-mail.a.ogelt!re.niaiIci...! I6&:bool next on ciisp_pg=tnje&bool_prev on clisp__pg=tru 9/2b/02 
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Hear me out scrive: 
oh that is not true 


End 


Is your boss reading your email? Probably 

Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http; //ma il . ly cos . com 


{Nanwijjtmp ^//3i^00-3i853{ 
i Size;lj2597 byte(s) j 

1 Type;||applicat»on/ms-tnef { 

Reply ! Reply Ail j Forward | Downioad j Delete I Move I AH tieaders 1 12 S 


» Worldwide ® CopytkjW 20D1, Lycos. ;nc- Afi Righ?s Rgssiv-d. Lycos® is a regisiered fradAir.sik of Carnegie Mellon UniversH 

About Terrs Lycos I rleip i oobs • Acfveilise j Busifjsss t^'slopment 


Tour use of this websiie consiitutes acceptance of the Lycos Priyacy and Linjns.&.tp.i.tdjtionib 
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This will help 'us negotiate with the Malaysian government and will help you 
prepare for a possible court action in Kuala Lumpur. 

Also, do you think Maha is in immediate physical danger, e.g. that someone 
is going to hurt her within the next week in Jeddah? If so, our Consulate 
can intervene (of course, only with your permission) to protect her. 

Beth 


Original Message 

From; Samantha E . Seramur [mailto : sseramur9.ange.lfire.._com) 

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2002 9:26 AM 

To: Payne, Beth A 

Subject: Plea July 12, Six a.m. 


July 12, 6 a.m. 

Maha Alrehaili= "Beauty is that which attracts..." 

''Beauty is that which attracts your soul,& that which loves to give & not 
receive . " scrive : 

mom i don't want to come back here 

''Beauty is that which attracts your soul,& that which loves to give & not 

receive." scrive: 

plz 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http ; // mail . lvcos.com 
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Welcome sseramtsr^angeifsre.com 




Log OUT i 


Pa^e 1 of 1 


My Account I Hesp 


InBox • Send Email « Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Potions 
Reply I Reply Ail j Forv/ard | Download j Delete j Move j All headers [ 

Date: Wed, 31 Jul 2002 09:44:07 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> ladd Ixi address booki Fadd to scam block list! 
Subject; RE: Her Stepbrother 

To: " sseramurQangelfire com”' <sseramur^ang^fire.cora> 


SI S PREMI 

AiiCtion 
Domair 
Find 3 s 


What is the basis for the honor killing? What precipated this honor 
killing? 

Original Massage 

From: Samantha E. Seramur fmailto: sseramurSanaelf ire . com I 
Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2002 9:44 AM 
To.: ?.ay.ne, Beth A 
Subject: Her Stepbrother 


It is an honor killing made on behalf of the family honor, in particular the 
father such as the time he tried to have me taken care of as documented by 
FBI Murder for Hire case. The threat was made to her sister who then told 
Maha'. 

Her sister said that I saw Abdullah in America as well. I vaguely recall 
seeing someone that looked very much like him. one time in America, but I 
didn’t pay much attention since he had grown and I wasn't sure if it was 
him. I thought it was just someone that locked similar to him. Now I know 
that it really was him. 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http: //mail . Ivcos. com 


}Nanig:|kmD 04366704. 325&6I 
I Size:|f2424 byte(s) ' ~| 

[ Type7|}a^ication/ms-tneF | 

Reply i Reply Ail ! Forward I Download ; Delete ! Move I All headers i [1] [3 
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IdBgx • Se nd Emaii • Address Book • Raiders • Check Other Ema ii • O ptio ns 

1 :_••• - ■ I I V.'-. - • I mm 

Kepi y ! Reply Ah j i- orA'arg t uovvnioaa | iieiete | Move i : ah neaaers | !jfj ifj fremi 

Date: Wed, 31 Jul 2002 10:35:51 -0400 Auctior 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> fadd to addre ss bookl tad d to soam block iisti 
Subject: RE: Plea luly 12, Six a.m. 

To: "'sseramur@angelfire.com“' <sseramur@angeinre.com> 


I will respect your request. Beth 
Original Message 

From: Samantha E. Seramur fmailto: sseraaiurgancrel fire. co m] 
Sent: v^ednesday, July 31, 20C2 10:16 AM 
To: Payne, Beth A 

Subject: RK: Plea July 12, Six a.m. 


In reference to your email, I ask that no one attempt to intervene at this 
time and that no information be provided to any individuals or entities in 
Saudi Arabia at this time. I ask that no one contact my children or anyone 
in Saudi Arabia at this time. Rather than protect my children, it will 
result in death as Maha stated in her discussion that I sent you prior. 

On all previous occassion.s, my children have been seriously abused following 
contact attempts from the American Consulate. I ask that no contact be made 
in Lhis life and deaLii siLualioa for American ciLikiens. If any coiiLacL is 
made at this time by the U.S. government, my children may be killed 
immediately. 

Thank you. Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at htto; / / mail, l - ycos. com 


[NaBBe;||bntJjj0S9Sg3^-7tij 
r Size;||2455 byte(s) j 
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Waicnme ss«irarnur#angeit}re.€om 


Loq OUT I My Account [ HeSp 


InSQx • Sand Em ail » Addres s Book « Foiders » Check Other Email * Options 

Reply } Reply Aii j Forward j Oownload j [teiete j Move j Al! headers I S S f 

Date: Wed, 31 lul 2002 12:25:14 -0400 4 

From: "InterScan Notification" <postmaster@state.gov> fadd to address book! f add to spam bloc k list! - 

F 

Subject: Mail delivery' failure 

To: <ss6ramur@angelfire.com> 


****** Message frorr. InterScan Messaging Security Suite for SMTP 


Sent >>> RCPT TO:< PavneBrt0state. qov > 

Received «< 550 5.7.1 Unable to relay for FavneBAgstate . aov 

Coul.d not deliver .mail to user: 

<PayneBA0stat€ . gcv> 


End of message 


Date:Wed, 3,1 ,Iul 30,Q2 17r.22:.35 +0,100 

From:"Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angelfire-Com> f add to addr ess book ! F add to spam block listl 
Subject:Abuse 

Organi*at}on:Artgelfire (http://emaii.angelfire.mailcity.tycos.com;80) 

T.o:".Pa.yae.,.Beth A" <PayneBA@state,gov> 

Reply To:sseramur@>angelfire.com 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

Maha has been abused for the past eight years. Please see the State 
Department file for details. You said you don’t have the file from 
Jeddah, However, the file in Washington also details the abuse 
as you mentioned in your earlier email. Maha has also been sexually 
abused by one or more adult men for the past five years-since she 
was eleven years old — at that time with a 21 year old man to the 
point that she tried to comiait suicide once and wants to do it again 
if she should be prevented, as an American citizen, from coming 
home and getting away from her father whom she calls, "a sick man." 

She is in a state of serious pyschological distress and I fear 
for her life,. She is an American citizen and has been threatened with MURDER, 

Faisal has been phy.sically abused, and mentally for the past eight 
years. Please see Jeddah or state department file for some of the 
beatings and other details- You were concerned that he might not 
speak English. He wrote to me this morning at 5:30 a.m. the follov/ing: 

Faisal A.lrehaili= "Dont say u love me unless u really mean..." 

Samiah Seramur= "Hear me out.." 

"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 
something crazy like believe it!" scrive: 
iwont tooo gotohoroe 

http';/7bel-niail.aiigeitirc.niaii,C!...; l6^bool next on <lisp_pg=tnie&booi_prev on disp^g^tm 
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Hear me out scrive; 

i want you to come home my baby so bad 

I will continue to work on putting together more details for you. 
Thank you for your kind attention. 

Very Best Regards, 

Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at http: //mail . lycos.com 
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smre.esi^s 


• Sen d E maii • Add res s Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Options 
Reply j •• Reply Aii j Forward I Download j ' Delete I Move I : /Ui headers I [3 

Date: Wed, 31 lul 2002 13:47:23 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur” <sserafnur@angeinre.com> fadd tu addresa book} [add 
to spam b l o c k list ] 


Organization: 

Reply To: 


Angeifire (http: //email. a ngelfire.mailcity.fycos.com: 80) 
"Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@stace.gov> 
sser8mLir@angelfire.com 


PRSHISR PAR'^HskS 

Auction for A meric a 
Find 3 bette r i o b 


RE: Conversation with Maha Alrehaili July 31, 2002, 5:00 a.m. 
Maha is "Dont say u love me unless u really mean it,...” 

I am "Hear me out.," 


"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 
something crazy like believe it!" scrive: 
cuz if dad catches me 
Hear me out scrive: 
i know 

"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 
something crazy like believe iti" scrive: 
i 'm dead 


"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 

something crazy like believe iti” scrive: 

and she said that u saw abduxlah in amer 

Hear me out scrive: 

abudllr. who 

"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 

.somflt.hing crazy like believe it!” .scrive: 

and that he would come and kill me 

Heat me ouL sciive: 

what abdullah?? 

Hear me out scrive: 

Lwiat ? '? ■? 

"Don’t say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 
-stepbro 

oh that is not true 
End 
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. Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at hfcr.p: / /mail. Ivcos . ccm 

: Reply j ; Reply Aii j • Forward | Download j Defete 1 . Move | : All headers j 5] SI 
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,ayMai /rnoi^ 


Conversation with Beth Payne July 31, T^proxiinately 1400 


^cuxylo, 


Ms. Payne said hello Ms. Seraraur? I said yes. This is Beth Payne from 
the State Dept, how are you. 1 wanted to talk to you a little bit about the 
conversation we had yesterday with the Endoassy in Kuala Lumpur. I must say 
this is a very very delicate situation unlike countries like Bahrain, 

Morocco and Jordan, Malaysia is a much more difficult country to work with 
to have children in this situation leave. First Malaysia is a moderate 
Muslim country with a moderate Muslim government. They have a very strong 
Islamic opposition party that is attached to the government- The government 
recently has really taken quite a lot of risks for the U.S. government on 
counter-terrorism, making statements against bin Laden, arresting 
terrorists, but this has put them in a risk position with respect to the 
Islamic opposition. So theyOre already in a very delicate position with the 
Islamic opposition. So, we would be asking them 
gception to two Malaysian laws^^ The first law being the immigration law 


requiring that aii^s exit*?Eef^unty on the same passports they use to 
enter but the second would of course be the Shariah law where the Muslim 


father has presume legal custody of the children unless a court decides 
otherwise. The embassy is very concerned that if we ask them to violate 
Shariah law basically, that they would refuse. You should get an attorney 
and be ready to go to Shariah court- Our g^yveri unent caijlt ask for a nyjnore 
f^v<^ s . I told her that Saudi Arabia didhtJt * ven adhere''?’5?^H'ari.an 1’3'^P?''"! 
■‘^^'"sai'd if there are problems donDt worry, I have some information that can 

help with Saudi. She said Olf you are withholding information that can help 
us with this case with Malaysian governnmentO I cut her off immediately and 
said, 01 am not withholding any evidence that may assist you in this case 
with the Malaysian government. I will do everything possible to help my 
children, American citizens, escape this live threatening situation. I told 
her also that DMy ex-husband raped and iitpregnated my maid in Saudi Arabia 
and I have all the documentation to prove it. She testified in front of the 
Indonesian government and the Saudi government sent her home with some money 
my ex-husband had to pay her money and the Saudi government flew her home. 
According to Saudi and Islamic law, he should have been stoned. □ She 
asked, ODo you have this evidence? What evidence do you have?D □! have 
all the medical and government employment records and written statements. □ 

I answered. She said, DWell it doesnOt matter since this is Malaysian 
Shariah court will be in charge of your case, not Saudi Arabia. □ You better 
get a lawyer first thing when you get there. I did not respond and I told 
her that Maha said she will be killed and I have it in writing. She asked 
me to send her all documents of abuse or anything I have immediately. She 
said so that Andrew ar.i I can 'Tork on it y ••fhen I get to Malaysia. 

Again she said they will ask high up in the Malaysian government and I told 
her not to contact anyone in the Malaysian government until 1 have my 
children with me. She asked me to immediately send her the information I 
have. I went home and did that. 


1645 July 31, 2002 

Ms. Payne called my cellphone again. 

She asked if I received her email and had time to answer it regarding 
documenting the abuses. I told her not yet. She said Ol just listed some 
questions about um the abuse. And we can even go through this now if you 
want over the phone and then maybe you can even ask Maha for some additional 
information to put together a case that can be taken tot' he Malaysian govn 
and that can also help you in the Islamic Shariah court. D I told her that 
she already has a file on all the abuse suffered from my children. I said 
she told me before that it is a big file full of abuse. She said, DOh well 








, 

ct 
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I donOt have that file. I have requested Jeddah to send me that file. We 
havenOt had communication with you since 1997. Do you mean there has been 
no abuse since then?D I answered, DNo, there is a lot- I will answer your 
email. □ She said, DOh cause we can go over it on the phone now.O I said, 
□No, I think it is better in writing since over the phone it is more of a he 
said, she said and I have to go through the files. I think it is very 
important in writing. □ She said, Doh so we canQt do it over the phone? I 
asked in the email that you specify each abuse, the alleged perpetrators, 
the dates and injuries and dangers and if there is any physical signs. □ I 

told her I will see her email and write her back.D Then she said, DOh well 
take your time with this. I want you to be very thorough. □ 

Notes immediately after Ms. Paynes second phone call today. After I hung up 
I started to cry. I feel horribly harassed and violated. She continues to 
go around in circles trying to snare roe in some awful trap when she has all 
the previous documents of abuse, the threat to murder Maha and suicide 
attempts. I feel very sick to my stomach. I canOt sleep or eat. I must 
remain strong so I have to force myself to hai ^ in there for my children. 

We are alone in our struggle. I seriously believe that Ms. Payne is 
working against me trying to get me to say things that would damage my 
childrenGs possibilities to escape this life and death situation. She keeps 
saying oh so there is not abuse and well if there is abuse we want to 
contact your children. She knows if they contact the children there will be 
no escape and they will be most likely killed. When I answer her emails 
with good solid facts, it seems she gets angry and then she asks me things 
that have nothing to do with the issueOlike what is the basis of this honor 
killing? I cant answer those questions. I am afraid, terrified now. No 
one is with my children and I. We are all fighting for our lives alone. It 
is the most horrible thing anyone can imagine. I cannot call my family. I 
must be strong. God help us please. I am putting these thoughts and 
feelings down on paper in case anything happens. I fear for our lives right 
now, all of us. 
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ID-Bo^ • Se nd Emai l • Address Bo ok • Folders • Check Other EmaM • Opti on s 
: Repiy } Reply AJi j Forward I • Oownioad j • Delete { Move I : Ail headers { 

Date; Wed, 31 Jul 2002 14:11:59 +0100 

rroiii: "Safnantna E. Seramur" <sseraniur@angeinre.cofn> f add to address bookl [a^ddig 
soam block iist l 


Organization: 

To; 
Reply To; 


Angelfire (http: //email. angelfire.maitcity.lycos.com:80} 
“Payne, Been A" <PayiTeBA@state.gov> 
sseramur@angelfire.com 


PREHISR PARTNERS 

Ayction_for_Amerk:a 
Dorn a in Na mes - S19,S 
Find 3 better lob 


July 16, 2002 

Maha= "It’s not a daydream if you decide...” 

I« "Catching Rainbows ...” 

Zainab is the stepmother. She feeds the children sleeping pills. 
I do net know what pills these were. 

It's not a daydream it you decide to make it your iite.. scrive: 
i'll kill myself if it doesn’t work out 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
and what about me 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i will 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i tried b4 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
how did you slash your wrists 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your Life,, scrive: 
but i love luyself tooo much 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i did that when i was a kid 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
pills 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
zainabs 

Catr.hi.ng Rainbows scrive: 
sleeping pills=? 

IL’s iioL a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

no weird pills that got me all dizzy and i fell off the stairs 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

did you get hurt 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

gssz those stairs are mable 

Catching R.ainbows scrive: 

marbl e 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i couldn’t stand up 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
too dizzy 
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It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive; 

ex VJ3.S Hith me 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
oh 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
that guy u told mark about 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i couldn’t even sit 



Catching Rainbows scrive: 
geez 
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- ?is©fassar®aagslfls'e.€sm w^il.OwT ? s^.v;cw?ur5: > 

IqBox • Send Ema il • Address Book • Fol ders • Check Other Email • Options 
: Reply j Reply AiiJ ‘ Forward j Download j ' Delete | - Move I : Aii headers I 
Date: Wed, 31 lul 2002 14:22:16 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angeinre.com> iadd to ad diess book! [add to soam biock I ISC'? 
Subject: Plea luly 12, Six a.m. 

Organization: Angelfire (http://eiT)ail.angelfire.mai]cit)r.!yco5.com;80) 

Tn; ''p3>/ne, Seth A" <Pa''r!eBA@st3te.''cv> 

Reply To: sserarnur@angeifire.com 


July 12 , 6 a.m. 

Maha Alrehaili= "Beauty is that which attracts — " 

'’Beauty is that which attracts your soul,* that which loves to give & not receiv? 
mom i don’t want to come back here 

’'Beauty is that which attracts your soul,* that which loves to give & not receive 
piz 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today ac ht tp; //mail .ivcos . com 

; Reply i ' Reply All j ! Forward i : bownload i ■ Delete i Move I Ai! headers! 


» Lycos WsJsldwitlss 52'C(:fr;>nQi:? 2P01, Lycos., !nc. AJt Righte I¥ccs.-S- is a regisfored hadarnafk of Mellon 

AhoiitTena Lycft’S j Hsfp i lof-'S < i Bus'n^rss Dft-elopmpjH 

Your ijs» oftfiij; vvebsSe ccnsAlftite'i of the Lycos P^./3sy Prrii cyand T&mm ^Condd onv 


http;//be2-mail.angeliire.mailcit}'.l...;l&bool_next_on_disp_pg=true&bool_prev_on_disp_pg=tru 9/27/02 
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Wffsii 


loBox • Send Emai l • Address B ook • ^Jdjers • Check Other Emati • Options 
; Reply j - Repiy Aii 1 ' F oPA»ard j Download j Delete | Move ! : Aii headers j 
Date; Wed, 31 Jul 2002 14:41:16 +0100 


■A 1:^1 pg=«Tg|5 J 

Auction for 


rroms "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur(g)angeinre.«}m> f add to a ddress book! fadd t o soa ni 
block list ! 


Organizations 
Reply To; 


Angeifire (http://email.angelfire.mailcity.lycos.com :80) 
"Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@«ate.gov> 
sseramur@ange!fi re.com 


It is an honor killing made on behalf of the family honor, in particular 
the father such as the time he tried to have me taken care of a.s 
documented by FBI Murder for Hire case. The threat was made to 
her sister who then told Maha. 

Her sister said that I saw Abdullah in America as well. I vaguely 
recall seeing someone that looked very much like him one time in 
America, but I didn^t pay much attention since he had grown and 
I wasn't sure if it was him. I thought it was just someone that 
looked cimilar to him. How I knov; that it really was him. 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at ht to ; / ./mai i . 1 vcos . com 


Repiy { . Reply All 1 ! Forward I : Download 1 Delete I : Move } ■ AH headers 1 


B] SI 


» lycoa WMsIdwIda Copy-tigi-rt 20Qi, Lycos. Inc, AS Rigtes Lycos^- is a rec!:'j«eredti 2 a:iftm«rk of Carnegie Meifon UnivfefsiP 

.At'Oui T*rfra LyrC'S j Help’ J } Euaneuo Devsiefjmefd 

V oi.'T of thii v-wdsils con'.tif.ites of lyeos Hsffxsk Psi vs cy Poli^ »id T«!^i_%.Ccinci<tkw5 


http://be2-mail.angeltire.mailcity.I. . . ; l&bool_next_on_disp^^true&booi_prev_oii_disp_pg==tm 9/27 /i)2 
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\ MUssmmil 

wwmwemmm 

Ws:ia.3s-ti>^ ssefa«a^r®^sgelfire.csm 


InBox • Send Email * Address Book • Foidere • Check Other Emait • Options 
■ Reply 1 - Reply AiiJ F orward j • Download j ' Deiete ! Move I : All headers j j4| LM 


Date: Wed, 31 Jul 2002 15:12:04 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur^angeinre.com> f add to address bookl [add .to_sRa m 
bio ck Hst l 


Organization: Angelfire (http: //email.angeihre.maildty.lycos.comiSO) 


To; "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@sace.go»> 


Reply To: sseramur@anqelfire.com 


ppSMTCD BAS 

Auction For Am 
Domain Nsmss 
Find a better k 


In reference to your email, I ask that no one attempt to intervene 
at this time and that no information be provided to any individuals 
or entities in Saudi Arabia at this time. I ask that no one contact 
my children or anyone in Saudi Arabia at this time. Rather than 
protect my children, it will result in death as Maha stated in her 
discussion that I sent you prior. 

On all previous occassions, my children have been seriously abused 
following contact attempts from the American Consulate. I ask that 
no contact be made in this life and death situation for American 
citizens. If any contact is made at this time by the U.S, government, 
my children may be killed immediately. 

Thank you. Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at http;//mail .lycos . com 

: Reply] ! Reply Ali 1 i Forward j . Do'wntoad i Delete } • Move j : All headers j |3 [3 


IViOfi! WorJdwJd? ••Jv-Copyn.ql'sttQOI, Lycos. Irc. M RigSits. Lycos5--ss a.'egiy.tfiiodtfadftJMilc ofCarnsgi* Mpfon UnK‘efs.'its 
Tcfrfl l,ys;o‘i I ‘ AV.'t: f < A'.iSioe'iS Ds'/abpiria;^ 

yof,<f of this V. of tho Lycos ftisfAfork Tsiros & Condjorss 


ht(p://be2-mail.aiige]lire.maiicity.l..:l&bool_next_on_disp_pg=true&bool_prev_oii_disp_pg=tru 9/27/02 
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Wi‘5csm« ssefa«Bf®aa§aifss-«u;am i My i Help 

InBox • Send Emaii • Addres s Book • Folders • Check Other Email • O ptions 

; Reply j Reply Ai l j ' Forward | Download I ’ Delete I ■ Move I : Ail headers ! [2 iB 

Dates Wed, 31 Ju! 2002 15:46:57 -0400 

From: "InterScan Notification” <postmaster@state.gov> fadd to address book ] fa d d to spam block iist l 
Subject: Mail delivery failure 

To: <sseramur@angelfire.com> 


****** Message from InterScan Messaging Security Suite for SMTP 


Sent »> RCPT TO; < ?ayne BA g3tate. acv > 

Received «< 550 5.7.1 Unable to relay for PavneBAsstate. aov 

Could not deliver mail to user: 

< PavneBAP3tate . aov > 


End of message 


Date!Wed, 31 Ju! 2002 20:44:18 +01QQ 

From;"Samantha E, Seramur" <sseramur@angelfire.com> fadd to addr ess book ! f add to spam block iist l 
SubJectiAbuse Report Fwd; Mali delivery failure 
Orgaitization:Angelflre (http://emat!.ange!fire.(uai]city.lyco$.com:80) 

To:PayneBA@state.gov 
Reply To:sseramur@angelfir8.corn 


Forwarded Message 

DATE: Wed, 31 Jui 2002 12:25:14 

From: "InterScan Notification" < t>ostmastergstate. cov > 

'' < ' S s €/■ r amur C<i a n g e 1 f .1. re - ,com> 

****** Message from InterScan Messaging Security Suite for SMTP 


Sent >» RCPT TO : < Pa\nieBAgs tate . qQV > 

Received «< 55 0 5.7.1 Unable to relay for PavneBA^state . ao v 

Could not deliver mail to user: 

< ?avn63A(^,'f:tace . a ov> 


End of message 


End r orwarded Message 


hltp;//lie2-maiI.angeltire.mailcity...:16&bool next_on_dispjg=tnie&booljprev on dispj)g=tru 9/27/02 
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Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at htt u : / / iaaii . lycos . com 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

Mata bas been abused for tne past eight years. Please see the State 
Department file for details. You said you don’t have the file from 
Jeddah. However, the file in Washington also details the abuse 
as you mentioned in your earlier email. Maha has also been sexually 
abused by one or more adult men for the past five years-since she 
was eleven years old — at that time with a 21 year old man to the 
point that she tried to commit suicide once and wants to do it again 
if she should be prevented, as an American citizen, from coming 
home and getting away from her father whom she calls, ”a sick man." 

She is i.n a state of serious pyscbol ogi cal distress and T fear 
for her life. She is an American citizen and has been threatened with MURDER. 

Faisal has been physically abused and mentally for the past eight 
years. Please see Jeddah or state department file for some of the 
beatings and other details. You were concerned that he might not 
speak English. He wrote to me this morning at 5:30 a.m. the following: 

Faisal Alrehaili= "Dont say u love me unless u really mean..." 

Samiah Seramur= "Hear me out.." 

"Don’t say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 
something crazy like believe it!" scrive: 
iwont tooo gotohome 
Hear me out scrive: 

i want you to come home ray baby so bad 

T will continue to work on putting together more details for you. 

Thank you for your kind attention. 

Very Best Regards, 

Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at 'n tto; //mail. Ivccs.com 


• Reply I Reply Ait j • Forward } : Download ( : Delete j Move 1 Ail headers | 


m 1 


jys.os lycos, Snc,.^ Rs£s:vad- Lycos-SiissffegisterftcJfradsinsfh af Camay!*- Mslion Ursivvr'jiif.'; 

Tij'is lycC'; f Hs!’- ! .'cSs t J Su5d«¥>s 

yo;ir iticep^'ics vf ths Lycos 

littp:/7be2-tnail.angeltire.maiicity...;16«febooi_next_on_disp_pg=teue&bool_prev_on_disp_pg=teii 9/27/02 
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Wa»corwe 5seramur@3nselfire.com Log OUT ( My Account ! Help 

InB-ox • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Emaii • Potions 
. Reply I . Reply Ail I : Forward I Download I Delete i : Move j j Ail hearfers ! 

Date: Wed, 31 3ul 2002 15:58:23 -0400 

From: "InterScan Nodfication" <postmaster@^3te.gov> fadd to address book1 ladd to spam block listl 
Subject: Mail delivery failure 

Ta: <sseramur@ang8lfirs.com> 


****** Message from InterScan. Messaging Security Suite for SMTP 


Sent >» RGPT TO: < PavneBAgstate.gov > 

Received. «< 550 5.7.1 Unable to relay for Pav7ieBA8state.gov 

Could n.ot d.elivar .mail to us.ec.: 

<Pa_yneBA@.state . gov> 




End of message 


D.ate;.Wsd, 31.3ui 2002 .2025:29 +0100 

From:"Samantha E. Seramur” <sserafnur@angelfire.com> fa, did t o address book ! fadd to soam block list ! 
SubjectsAIRehaili Case, Abuse Notes No. 2 
OrganizailonrAngeiftre (Mtp;//email.angelfir€.mailcity.lycos.com:80) 

To;"Rayne, .Beth A" <PayaeeA@state.gov> 

Reply To:sseramur®angelflre.com 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

I have been going over the last month’s recorded conversations with 

my children in Saudi Arabia as you requested and have noted the -following additioi 

Maha is extremely distressed exhibiting traumatic stress throughout 

her conversations. She jumps from one vulgar conversation to child 

like pleas for help to extreme fear. She has had physical sexual 

contact with at least one adult relative in an abusive long-term relationship. 

Maha states that her father has a "sick mind." She states he goes 

to the casinos to drink and gamble and that he goes to foreign countries to have i 

She also states several times that her brother Faisal .is .much worse 
off than she is. She quotes the following: 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 
faisal has the worst life of all 
maram scrive: 
why 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 
really it’s very bad 4 him 
maram scrive: 
oh cause he 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 
i'll tell u on the plane 

http;,^7bel-niaii.angeitire.niailCL..;16&:boo! next on clisp_pg=tn!e&bool_prev on disp^jjgr'tru y/26/02 
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LnBox • Send Email • Address Book • Fotdere • Check Other Email • Option s 

^ Repiy { ’ Reply Aii j ' Forwar d j Download ! Delete I Move i : Aii headers I §] is r 

Date: Wed, 31 Jul 2002 17:22:35 +01CK) f 

rrofn: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angeifire.coiii> f add to a dd re ss bo ok] i'add to saam b iock iisti » 

Subject: Abuse 

Organization: Angelfire (http;//email.angelfire.inaiIcity.lycQS.com:80) 

To: “Ps'^ns Beth A” <P3^neBA.'^st3te.''ov> 

Reply To: sseramur@iangelfire.com 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

Maha has been abused for the past eight years. Please see the State 
Department file for details. ..-■You said you don't have the file from 
Jeddah. However, the file in Washington also details the abuse 
as you mentioned in your earlier email, Maha has also been sexually 
abused by one or more adult men for the past five years-since she 
was eleven years old — at that time with a 21 year old man to the 
point that she tried to commit suicide once and wants to do it again 
if she should be prevented, as an American citizen, from coming 
home and getting away from her father whom she calls, "a sick man." 

She i .s in a .state of .serious py.schologir.a1 distress and T fear 
for her life. She is an American citizen and has been threatened with MURDER. 

B’aisal has been physically abused and mentally for the past eight 
years. Please see Jeddah or state department file for some of the 
beatings and other details. You were concerned that he might not 
speak English. He wrote to me this morning at 5:30 a.m. the following; 

Faisal Alrehaili= "Dont say u love me unless u really mean..." 

Samiah Seramur* "Hear me out..” 

"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 
something crazy like believe it!" scrive: 
iwont tooo gotohome 
Hear me out scrive: 

i want you to come home my baby so bad 

T will co.ntinue r.o work on pijf.ting togftt.her more detail. s for yoi.J- 
Thank you for your kind attention. 

Very Best Regards, 

Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email"? ....Probably 
Keep your mes.sages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at h t: t p : ! ma.l 1 . lycos . com 

hup://uc2-maii,arigcuii’c.iiiauCity.i...:0&booi_iicxi_oji_ciisp^g=l]rue&booi_iji'cv_oii_disp_pg=tru 9/27/02 
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TBhmasmMbm’iMm HMMsmmg 

wum m^wmSmSi 

^ Ws5;c»«'3e ssefassur@*si|slfire^Qm OUT | Vl'-i Accmtut > 

In Box • Send Email • Addres s Book • Folders • Check Oti^er Email • Options 
Reply ! ^ Repiy AM 1 ' Forward j Oownioad I ^ Delete | Move j ; Ali headers j 
Date: Wed, 31 Jul 2002 20:25:29 +0100 

From: “Samanthei E. Seramur“ <sserarnur@angeifire.corn> fadd to address book ] f add to spam b l ock iisc ] 
Subject: AiRehaill Case. Abuse Notes No. 2 
Organization: Angeirire (http://email.ange>flre.mailcity.lycos.com:80) 

T^: Beth AJ' ‘^PayneBA.^state.gcv^ 

Reply To; sseramur@angelfire.com 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

I have been going over the last month’s recorded conversations with 

iiiy childreii iti Saudi Arabia as you requested and have noted the lollowiny additio: 

Maha is extremely distressed exhibiting traumatic stress throughout 

her conversations. She jumps from one vulgar conversation to child 

like pleas for help to extreme fear. She has had physical sexual 

contact with at least one adult relative in an abusive long-term relationship. 

Maha states that her father has a "sick mind." She states he goes 
; to the casinos to drink and gamble and that he goes to foreign countries to have i 

' She also states several times that her brother Faisal is much worse 
off than she is. She quotes the following: 

I’m wasting my time with you... scrive: 
faisal has the worst life of all 
maram scrive: 
why 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 
really it’s very bad 4 him 
maram .<?cr'’ve: 
oh cause he 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 
i’ll tell u on the plane 
maram scrive: 
ok 

Next conversation about Faisal 

maram scrive: 

is fais scared of his dad 

Hold on tightly, let go lightly., scrive: 

no 

oh ok 

Hold on ti ght.l y, 1 et. go lightly., scrive: 
he hates him 
liiai am scrive : 

http://be2-ma]il.angeltire.mailcity.l...;0&bool_next_on_disp_pg=frue&bool_prev_on_disp_pg=tru 9/27/02 
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why 

raaram scrive: 

0065 youi: dad uit hxifi 

Hold on tightly, let go lightly., scrive: 

i'll tell u on the plane 

maraia scrive: 

is it that bad 

maraiu scrive: 


Hold on tightly, let go lightly., scrive; 
maybe 


maram scrive: 
did he beat him 
raaram scrive: 
just say yes or no 
maram scrive: 
it is easy 

its import 

Hold on tightly, let go lightly., .scrive; 
i'll tell u on the plane 


maram scrive; 
but ok 

Hold on tightly, let go lightly., scrive: 
on the fucking plane 

She states that he is not developing properly as a result and needs help badly. 

■ She states that her step mother gives all the chidlren sleeping 
pills. She states that she wishes her dad would die. She states 
) that Safiah takes sleeping pills so she doesnt have to think. She 
states that the sleeping pills make you really dizzy. 

Those are a few of the things I found on a few recorded conversations. 

I have hundreds and hundreds of pages that I have to go through, 
but I will continue. Thank you very much for your assistance. 

Very Best Regards, 

Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at httn://inail. Ivcc-s.com 

Repiy j Repiy AH j : Forward | Dowriioad j Delete | : Move 1 : All headers 1 


' AJ? Rights Reserved- is a ^ 




http://'be2-mail.angellire.ma!lcity.I...:0&bool_next_on_<tisp_pg=true&bool_prev_on_disp_pg=tru 9/27/02 
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fJ 


fji»T ! My 




IfiBox • Se nd Emai i • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Emai l • Options 
^ Reply Ail 1 ' FoPA'^dJ Download [ ' Delete | - Move j : Ail headers j 
Date: Wed, 31 Jul 2002 20:44:20 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Serarnur" <sseramur@angeifire.com> f add to addre ss bookl [add. 
b lock iisf} 

Subject: Abuse Report Fv-d: Msl! delivery failure 


Organization: 

To; 
Reply To: 


Angelfire (http://ernail.angelfire.mailcity.iycos.« 

PayneBA@stafce.gov 

sseramur@angelfire,com 


i: 80 ) 


m 

\m 


spam 


PREMIER PARI 

Auct ion fo r Am ei 
F ind a bett er lob 


Forwarded Message 

DATE: w'ed, 31 Jul 2002 12:25:14 

From: "InterScan Notification” < postina5tergstate. qov > 
T o : <s sej:aiaurganoel£ire.com > 


****** Message from InterScan Messaging Security Suite for SMTP 


Sent »> RCPT TO:< Pavnefeftgstate.aov > 

Received «< 550 5.7.1 Unable to relay for PavneBAg .state . gov 

Could not deliver. mail to user: 

< PavneBAPs tate . aov > 


End of message 


End Forwarded Message 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at httr>: // mail . I vcoi- . com 

Reply 1 ■ Reply AH j Fon^^ard 1 • Download } : Delete | Move { ^ Ail headers! IB 


» i.ydiS C‘COi!vr;j^^001, Lycos. Inc. Aii Lycos't'isart'Sisteirsd kedeii'fsrK Qi 'JiJrnwg:* U!iiv®!sii> 

rT.'i- ''?ip ' ’'-’bs I Suninesa De'je’usmsni 

t- : ■'-.-Pes a-r-cggl^-Tc^ of 8ie lyco^s Nebfe-ofk Fnvs cy Pc Moi «-.d Tg-rn-^s Cpnditkyi-s 


ftttp://be2-mail.angeltire.mailcity.L..;l&bool_next_on_diisp_pg=true&bool_prev_on_disp_pg=tru 9/27/02 
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Welcome sseramur@angelfife.c«mj 


X 


rX^He> 


Page 1 of 1 




\ . 0^ LqqvUT I Mv Account ! Help 


InBox • Sand Email « Address Book • Foiders • Check Oth^^mail * O ptions 
Repiy I Reply Ail I Forward i Download j Delete ! ; Move i 1 AH hewers I 
Date: Thu, 1 Aug 2002 10:55:32 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> Fadd to addins book! l add to^am block list l 
Subject: RE: Question 

To: "'sseramur@angetfire.coin'" <sseramur@ang^fire-cdm> 


a la 


Auction 
Domair 
Find a t 


\ 




I understand that you already filed a comjJlaint with the FBI when this i_J 

occurred. They closed the investigation w :out issuing an indictment. You 

are always welcome to report any suspected criminal activity to the FBI. 

You can do so overseas by reporting the crime to the Regional Security 
Officer at the U.S. Embassy or Consulate. Beth 


Original Ke.s.s.age 

From: Samantha E. Seramur [mailto:sseramur@angelfire.com.] 
Sent: Thursday, August 01, 2002 10:5i 
To: Payne, Beth A 
Subject: Question 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

I was wondering if the FBI should be notified in reference to the Murder 
threat? Since the step son was apparantiy following me already? Thank you 
very much for your response. Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? Probably 

Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http://mail.lvcos.com 


lName:lltmo 92409249,3i367l 

I Size: 

I2369 byte(s) I 

I Type; 

|applicatior)/ms-tnef ( 


Reply 1 Reply A|i j Forward I Download] Delete I Movej - All headers j I3 13 


»• Lycos Worldwide ■2: Copyright 2CH>1. Lycos, Irio. All Rights Reserved. Lycos® is a 'esis'-si-ed traderrark of Carragle Melioh Univarsii 
ALcut Teria Lycos j Help! .iOv.? j Advett'sei Susiness Oevt^pmant 

Your use of this website coesttfutes sccsptancs of the Lycos Prhacy_ Policy' and Ternis S CwdjWons 


ultp;//bel-mail.angeltire.ma!lci..,:16&bool_next_on_disp_pg=true&bool_prev_on_disp_pg==lru 9/26/02 
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Welcome sseramorigjange'fifre.com 


Log OUT I My Account 1 Help 


InBox • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Chedc Other Email • Potions 

. Reply I . Reply Ail i Forward I Download ! Delete j Move j : AH headere I j3 HI premier F 


Date: Tliu, 1 Aug 2002 13:09:24 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> ladd to address booici ladd to spam block iist i 
Subject: RE: Question 

Tn: '"sseramur@ange!flre.cQm“' <sseramur@ar)geifi[£.CQcn> 


Auction for / 
Domain N an 
Find a bette 


If you would like to file a complaint with the FBI, you can either do so 
through the US Embassy in Malta or wait until you return tc . US- Beth 

Original Message 

From: Samantha E. Seramur fraailto; sseramurgancrelf ire.com l 
Sent: Thursday, August 01, 2002 11:44 AM 
To.: Payne, Beth ,A 
Subject: RE: Question 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

I did not file a complaint with the FBI when this occured. This just 
occured now as you can see in the notes I sent you. That was a totally 
different incident. 

Thank you, 

Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail, 
Sign up today at http; //mail , Ivcos . com 


|Name:jltmo 9067 6433^3n^2l 
I size^lziOS byte(s) I 

i Typ^|appltc^on/ms-tnef 

Reply i Reply AH [ Forward j Download j Delete i Move ! All headers i 5] B 


» Lycos y/orJdwide Ccjpytighl 2001, Lycos, Inc. A!i Rights Lycos^S* is a tradacia.-k of Oamsgla Melicri Universit 

About Tsrra Lycos j .Heip j Jobs i T^dveflisci Business Development 

Youf use of th;s ■y’/ 2 Dsite constitutes accoptsnee of the Lycos Netwoik Pny;acv Policy; and Terms fiConCitions 


iittp;,'','bel-mail.angelttre.maiici...;16&t)OOl_next_on_<lisp_pg=true&booi_prev_on_clisp_pg=tm 9/26./02 
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Ws8cor«e sseramur^angelilre.CDni Log OUT | My Account | Help 


InSox • Send Email • Address Book • R>ideis • Check Other EmeiS • Potions 

Reply I Reply Ail 1 Forward I Download i Delete j , ; AH traders j [3 premi 


Date; Thu, 1 Aug 2002 15:33:02 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> fadd to address bookl fadd to spam block list I 
Subject; Your Trip to Kuala Lumpur 

Td: '"sseiamuriaangelfirexQm"’ <sseramiu‘@angeW}re.cooi> 


Dear Ms. Ssramur; 

As you prepare for your trip to Kuala Lumpur on Saturdav 
writing the various issues we have discussed the past 
this would help you in making the necessary decisions 
and assist of your children. Please call or email 
questi.oas.. 





I wanted to put in 
!« days. I thought (ouWi 

how best to protect * 

you any additional 


Andrew Hoye, the American Consul at the U.S. Embassy in Kuala Lumpur is 
expecting you at the Embassy on Monday morning. If ^ou need to contact 
someone from the Embassy before then, please call thZ embassy at 
603 - 2168 - 5000 . 


The U.S. Embassy is prepared to issue emergency U.S/. passports to your 
children if they present themselves at the Embassy /with evidence of their 
■ identity and nationality. Embassy staff are available to assist American 
citizens with emergencies which occur after hours/ Andrew will provide you 
with the Embassy's after hours contact info. 

As we discussed, a person residing or traveling /ibroad is subject to the 
laws of the host country and the jurisdiction off its courts. This applies 
to minors as well as to adults- Therefore, the/laws of Malaysia must be 
respected while you and your children are in country, 

Malaysian law requires that visitors enter an<^ exit the country on the same 
passport. Malaysian immigration has a computerized system that can easily 
verify this information when a visitor is departing the country. If your 
children request assistance in departing Malaysia, the U.S. Embassy may 
request the Malaysian government v^aive this requirement. . .although I must 
stress that there is no guarantee that the ^vernment will grant that 
request. 


In Malaysia, Shar 
Tctw, children 
their father 
may be viewt 
the Malays 
they canno 
approval f: 
authority 



[overns ^rustody disputes. Under Sharia 
the country without permission of 
'hildren without a father’s permission 
'Embassy officials may try to request 
;gal requirement for your children, but 
bildren from Malaysia without prior 
officials also have no legal 
of children. 


If the Malaysian government will not waive these legal requirements, you may 
need to file a custody case in Sharia court. The U.S. Embassy can provide 
you with a list of local attorneys to represent you in a court proceeding. 

While the U.S. Embassy cannot pay attorneys' fees or represent you in court, 
we can assist you in arranging appropriate representation. The Embassy can 

iittp://bel-!Tiaii.angeitire.niaiict..:l^&&<^! next on disp_pg=true&booT_prev on dispjpg^tm 9/26102 



1122 


Angelfire 









^i[\6^Fage2of2 

^ YvO 


£-■ 


fjO-i 


laws, monitor custody hearings, and reqiuest that the hearings be expedited. 
Embassy officials may not attempt to influence the decision of the courts o. 
testify without specific authorization from the Department of State. 

In addition. Embassy officials will Assist you and your children in finding 
a safe location to stay in Kuala Lumpur, While we cannot pay for your 
accommodations, we can work with you to locate appropriate and affordable 
accommodations. With your permission, the American Embassy will also 
intercede as necessary with local authorities to assure the safety of you ■ 
and your children. While I hope your situation will be resolved quickly, 
you should be financially prepared for a lengthy stay in the event that the 
court hearings cannot be expedited. 

If the government of Malaysia permits your children to leave Malaysia ( 
Delete this. She might go back to Maltafor the United States'), Embassy j 
officials can assist you in making flight reservations and can ensure your 
safe travel to the airport. Please bring sufficient funds to pay for your 
and your children's tickets. 

If the government of Malaysia- orders that your children be returned to their 
father, we cannot prevent that order from being carried out- While we can 
assist you in making your case known to appropriate government authorities, 
we must respect any final decisions made by these authorities. If your 
children are ordered returned to Saudi Arabia, we are prepared to intervene 
at senior levels in the Saudi government to ensure the physical safety of j 
your children. ‘-"i 
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y?'i-k;.sfS3e j^e?ai^wTOaageifirex-sm U?if.O'5j'y I ?ly i Ht: 


.lnB_ox ® Send Email • Ad d re ss Book • Folders • Check Othe r E mail • Options 

: Repl y t Reply A il ! Forward j Download 1 Deiete I • Move I : Aii head e rs ! i3 IS 

Date; Thu, 01 Aug 2002 15:49:11 +0100 

rrom: "Samantha c. 5eramur“ <sseramur@angeifire.cafn> f add to addres s book] [3dd,.tQ_s};a,m 
b lock, iistl 


Auction for .a 
F ina a better 


Organization: Angeifire (http://email.3nQelfire.fnaricity.iycos.com:80) 
To; "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.com 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

I was wondering if the FBI should be notified in reference to the 
Harder LhreaL? Since the sLep son was appatanliy roilowiiig icie already? 
Thank you very rciuch for your response, Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at hi t z r.> : / / ma i 1 . 1 y c os . c om 

■ Reply I : Reply Ail j : Forward } ; Download j Deiete j Move | . All headers j [J] lH 


»• ....t 

About 

YoiJ! uBfi- of dsis websku cut 1 1*' 


u f vjcos, Inc AS Rights Rfesan'ed. Lycosiifyi^ « rBjjisU'irefi h'adi- 
« _ fj-tnss^ D'?'‘/6feprri0nt 

a isf im a H-ig Lycos Motvodr Privs^y Po&i and T«ins.&.CDrid!^Of;y 


5Rfk .'if Univer:ti> 
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Welcome ssaramMr@anselfire.eom 


Log OUT I ?4¥ Account I Help 


In Box • Send Email • Address Book • Foldeis • Chedg Other Email • Potions 
Reply [ . Reply Ail I Forward I Download i Delete I : Move j All headers I 
Date: Thu, 01 Aug 2002 16:42:40 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@ang^fire.coni> Fadd to address bookl [ add to spam block list i 
Subject: RE: Question 

Organization: Angelfire (http://emaii.angelftre.mailcttyJycos.com:80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.com 


Dear Ks. Payne, 

I did. not file a complaint with the FBI when this occured. This 

just occured now as you can see in the notes I sent you. That was a totally diffei 
Thank you, 

Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http t //mail . Ivcos. com 


• Reply I . Reply Ail I ^ Forward I Download \ Delete ! Move ! All headers ! 


» Lycos Worldwide ‘©Copyright 2001 Lycos. Inc. AH Righls R«soived. lycowSUs a registered trademark of Carnegie Mellon Universil 
About Terra Lycos ! H6lp[ Jobsj Advertise! Business D&yeiopment 

Vour use of tiiis website constitutes aoceptar'ce of the Lyc.os Netwoil Pri vacy Policy and 7'emts & Conditio ns 
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Welcome sseraryiur©ange!fire.com 

InBox * Send Ema il • Address Book • Fo!defs • Chedc Other Email • Options 
Reply i ■ Reply Aii | Forward | Download [ Delete ! ; Move | • headers I 
Date: Thu, 01 Aug 2002 22:53:56 +0100 
From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angdfire.a>m> l add to ad s booki r add to spam block listl 
Subject: help 

Organization: Angelfire (http://email.angelfire.tnaUcity..lycos.com:80) 

To: sseramur@angetfire.com 
Reply To: sseramur@angetfire.com 


to : / /www. travel . state - aov/flnaDce_ass is t .htcal 

22 CFR 71.1 and 71.6 provide that consular dut include protection of U.S. citi 

Runaways, Abandoned U.S. Citizen Minors, and Vi^ is of Child Abuse or Other Crim€ 

In the case of a runaway minor in a foreign country, consular officers 
cannot compel the return of the minor to the United States, but 
we try to facilitate a solution. 

We can and do work with local authorities in foreign countries to 
attempt to ensure the protection of U.S. citizen minors abroad. 

For young children, it is usually a relatively straightforward matter 
of coordinating with foreign authorities, family in the United States, 
and if necessary, our colleagu-es at the U.S. Department of Health 
and Human Services, the International Social Service (which works 
in cooperation with HHS to provide and coordinate these services 
for U.S. repatriates), and appropriate officials in U.S. states 
to arrange for the repatriation and resettlement of the U.S. citizen minor. 

For runaway teens who do not want to come home, particularly for 
teens over age 16, the level of assistance available from the foreign 
authorities varies from country to country, based on foreign laws 
regarding the age of consent and age of majority. 

Fox victims o.f child ab.us.e ox other crimes, we also, coordinate with, 
state child advocacy centers and our colleagues in the U.S. Department 
of Justice Office for Victims of Crime, and state victims of crime programs. 

A consular officer cannot visit a child without permission from 

the childJS parent, guardian or other custodian in the foreign country. 

If permission i.s refused and there is evidence of possible child 

abuse or neglect, the consular officer will request assistance from 

the appropriate local authorities. Evidence of child abuse or neglect 

would include, but not be limited to, police reports, medical reports, social ser^ 



How Will the U.S. Embassy or Consulate Try to Locate the individual 
and Obtain Information About the IndividualOs Welfare and Whereabouts? 

Consular officers will use a variety of methods to locate and confirm 
the welfare of the missing person, including, but not limited to □ 

Using the information you provide to try to locate the person. 

Checking with local immigration and police officials if possible. 

Checking local hotels, youth hostels and other places where foreigners 

http:7/bel-niaii!angeliire.mailcit...;U&bool_next_ori_di'sp_pg;=true&hoot_prev_on_disp_pg=tru y/26,''U2 
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(u.a. citizens) are Known to stay or visit. 

Checking local hospitals, jails, and, if appropriate, local morgues. 

{Note: In countries where a consular treaty is in force, local authorities 
have certain obligations to inform the nearest U.S. embassy or consulate 
of the arrest, injury, hospitalization, or death of a U.S. citizen. 

See Consular Access and Notification.) 


Q. IF FAMILY OR FRIENDS .ARE UNABLE TO PROVIDE FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE, 
ARE THERE OTHER SERVICES AVAILABLE? 



A. U.S. citizens destitute abroad in need of help should contact 
the nearest U.S. embassy or consulate or the U.S. Department of 
State, Overseas Citizens Services, Office of American Citizen Services 
and Crisis Management, (202) 647-5225, for information about other 
assistance available to eligible persons. 




', 0 ’ 
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Wefcome sseramur@angelfire.com 


Page 1 of 1 


Lag OUT ! My Account t Help 


InBox • Send Email » Address Book • Fotdere « 
Rep?y i Reply Ail I Forward | ; Download j 


Chedc Other Email • O ptions 
Move j All headers 1 


Date: Fri, 2 Aug 2002 03:52:07 -0400 

From: "Mariz, John C <Manz3C@state.gov> Fadd to address book! f add to spam block list! 
Subject: RE: Information 

To: "'sseratnur@angelfire-com"‘ <sseramur@ang^fire.com> 


a E 


Auction f 
Domain I 
Find a be 


Sam: I have not received the originals yet. You are welcome to the fax 

copies. You should probably pick them up in pcrscn, that v.'culd be bette; 
than a fax of a fax. Let me know what you’d like to do. Regards. 

> Original Message 

> From: Samantha E. Seramur f SMTP ; sseramur 6anqel f ire . com ] 

> Sent.: Friday^ August 02, 200.2 9;55. AM 

> To: Mariz, John C 

> Subject: Information 


> Dear Mr. Mariz, 

> Please let me know if you have received my American children's expired 

> passports via diplomatic pouch. If not, I was told you were faxed copies. 

> Could I have a copy of those copies please? Thank you very much. 

> Samiah Seramur 

> 

> 

> Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 

> Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

> Sign up today at httE://mai_l..lycps..coia 




2844byte(s) I 
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appHcation/ms-tnef 1 
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Welcome sses annjr(aangelfire.coni 


Log OUT ! My Account 1 Help 


InBox • Send Emaii • Address Book • FcSders • Check Other Email • Potions 

: Reply I Reply Ail ! Forward I Download \ Delete ! Move i , Ait headers 1 SI !3 

Date: Fri, 02 Aug 2002 08:54:24 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur” <sseramur@angelfire.com> radd to address book ! [add to s pa m block 
list] 

Subject: Information 

Organization: Angelfire (http;//email.angelfire.maildty.h/cos.com;80) 

To; "Mariz, John C" <MarizJC@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.com 


PREMIE 

Auction f 
Domain f 
Find a be 


Dear Mr, Mariz, 

Please let me know if you have received my American children’s expired 
passports via diplomatic pouch. If not, I was told you were faxed 
copies. Could I have a copy of those copies please? Thank you very much. 
Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your emaii? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http; / /mail .lvcos.com 


Reply I ■ Reply AH ! : Forward I Download ] Delete 1 Move I Ail headers I 


1 1 
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http://bel-ttia!i.aiige:ifire.niaiicit,..;U&booi next on <lisp_pg=true&bool_prev on disp^g— tru 9/27/U2 



1129 


Angelfire 


Page 1 of 1 



Log OUT [ ffly Account | Help 


InSox • Send Email • Address Book • FoSders • Chedc Other Email • P otions 
Reply I , Reply All j Forward | Download | Delete ! Movej Al! headers I S] S 

Date: Fri, 02 Aug 2002 09:40:33 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angelfire.com> Fadd to address book ! fadd to spam block 
list] 

Subject: RE; Information 

Organization: y^gelfire (http://email.angelfire.maHcityJ^X)s.a>m:80) 

To: "Mariz, lohn C" <MarizlC@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.com 


PREMIER F 

Auction for > 
Domain Nan 
Find a bette 


Dear John, 

Thank you very much for your quick response. I will be down today 
to pick them up. It may take me forty minute to get there depending 
on the state of the roads?? Is that alright? Could you please let 
the guards know that I will be coming? Thank you very much, Sam Seramur-- 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http ; //mai 1.1 vcos.com 


Reply 1 : Reply All ! ; Forward I Download I Delete I Move! All headers 1 


1 s 
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Log OUT i My Account | Heip 


InBox • Send Email • Address Book • FoSders • Ched< Other Email • Options 
' Repiy i Reply Aii ! Forward | Download ' Delete ! Move! Ail headers i 
Date; Fri, 2 Aug 2002 12:19:34 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> ladd to address book l radd to sc am 
Subject: RE: Airehaili Death Wish on Dad and Stepmother 

To: "'sseraniur@anQelfire.com‘" <sseramur@angelfire.a}m> 


While I appreciate your concerns, the US Embassy will , 

■lildren about the allegations in order to be in a position to most I'^.O 

effectively intervene with the Government of Malaysia- As I mentioned ' 

earlier, the US Embassy cannot assist with the children leaving Malaysia 
illegally. So, if the children need US Endaassy assistance in departing 
Malaysia after the US passports are issued, the US consular officer will 
need to spaak with the children. I,f the cdxildren only want US passports and 
need, no additional assistance or protection from the US Embassy, this is 
their choice. Unfortunately, while your emails are extremely helpful in our 
understanding of what is happening, we will need to speak with the children 
directly and find out from them what they would like the US Embassy to do. 

If' you are not prepared to allow to the children to speak with Embassy 
officials, you may want to reconsider your plans. Beth 

Original Message 

From: Samantha E. Seramur [mailto:sseramuri3angelfire.com] 

Sent: Friday, August 02, 2002 11:13 AM 
To: Payne, Beth A 

Subject: RE: Airehaili Death Wish on Dad and Stepmother 




a H 






PREMI 

Auction 
Domair 
Find a I 

7 


•[M 




Dear Beth, 

At this time Maha and Faisal are exhibiting serious post traumatic stress 
disorder. I do not think that the consul is a trained medical professional 
able to handle examining my children without possible serious side affects 
under the extreme additional stress they will be under. I already sent you 
an email as well that states that Maha does not feel safe to talk about 
anything until she is on a plane home and even then, if someone who is not a 
trained medical professional used to dealing with extremely abused children, 
attempts to examine and question her, I fear she may be much more seriously 
damaged, possibly irreparably. I have provided you with direct transcripts 
and the dates and you have documented the abuse as well from Jeddah. What 
do you suggest in this case? My American children want to come home. 

Thank you, Sam 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mall. 
Sign up today at http: /' /mai 1 . 1 vcos . com 
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WeScome sssr3mor@ange!fire-coiY! 


Log OUT I Account 1 Help 


In Box • Send Email » Address Book • Foiders • Check Other Emaii • Options 
; Repjy ! ■ Reply Aii j Forward I Download i Delete i Move ! r All headers I 
Date: Fri, 2 Aug 2002 13:00:52 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> fadd to address book! fadd to soam block Iist1 
Subject: RE; Sleeping Pills 

To; "'sseracnur@angelfire-CQra‘“ <sserafnur@angeK)re.com> 


S S PREMIER 

Auction foi 
Domain N< 
Find a beti 


I can ask the embassy in Kuala Lmiipur v/hether they have a nurse at the 
eiibassy who can uOc--. — 

Original Message 

From; Samantha E. Seraxnur (mailto: S3eramur0anqelf ire .com ] 

Sent: Friday, August 02, 2002 12:57 PM 
To; Payne, Beth A 
Subject: Sleeping Pills 


Since Maha is very suicidal, is it possible to have a medical professional 
ask the questions rather than someone that is medically unqualified, which 
may result in irreparable damage? 

This conversation details Safiah Alrehaili taking sleeping pills so she 
doesnt think. 


Maha Alrehaili; "I’m wasting my time..." 

Samiah Seramur: "maram..“ 

July 18, 2002 
maram scrive: 
ok 

maram scrive; 
cool 

I’m wasting my time with you... scrive; 
no just sleeping 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 

maram scrive: 
oh ok she is tired 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 
taking sleeping pills 
maram scrive; 

oh i get it a moon is sleeping 

maram scrive; 

why is she taking those 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive; 

she doesn't want to think 

maram scrive: 

how did she get them 

maram scrive: 

arent they hard to find 

I'm wasting my time with you.- scx.ive,; 

never mind 

http!//bei-niaii.aiigcttire.iTi3!ici...;16dJc-booi tiBxt on disp pg=tPic&bQOl prcv on disp Dg=tru y/26/U2 
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oh ok 

maram scrive: 

it is easier if you tell me someting 

maram scrive: 

just a little honey 

I’m wasting my time v.-ith you... scrive: 

no 

I’m wasting my time with you... scrive: 
honey 

maram scrive: 
yeah thanks 
maram scrive: 


i know you are worried about me 

I'itl wasting my time with you... scrive: 

when i see u 


Conversation about Maha being afraid from her dad for the rest of her life 
and catching a plane before he sees her. 

July 18, 2002 

I’m wasting my time with you... scrive: 
can we catch the plane b4 dad sees us? 
maram scrive: 

i will not cal before i go 

maram scrive: 

yep 

maram scrive: 

it is the fastest thing in the world 

rciarairi scrive: 

and everyone is with you 

I’m wasting my time with you... scrive: 

do we have to run all our lives afraid of him? 

maram scrive; 

nope 

maram scrive: 
it is over 


end 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http; //mail . Ivcos . com 


iNametiftmo 82778857.30105} 
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Welcome sseramur^angelfire.com Log OUT [ My Account I Help 


InSox • Send Emaii • Address Book • FoSders • Check Other Emait • Potio ns 
. Reply I Repiy AH I Forward i Download i Delete I Move! : All headers I 
Date; Fri, 2 Aug 2002 14:56:25 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> Fadd to address book! Fadd to spam block list ! 
Subject; RE: Threat to Burn House Down and Newspaper Artide on Mother 
To.; "'sseraniur@angelfire.com‘" <sseramur@angeffu:e.com.> 


lii ® PRE«I 

Auct ion 
Domalr 
Find a i 


This is a very disturbing email exchange due to the allegation that you sold 
the children to their father for $30,000. Where is this allegation ■'oming 
from? Did he give you any money in 1994 when you sent the children to Saudi 
Arabia? Is there any basis to this allegation. Please understand that the 
father will most likely bring something like this forward to the Malaysian 
government and it is better if we know all the information ahead of time so 
we c.an .be.st PhPt^ct ypwr phildren,. Xhanks,. Beth 

Original Message 

From: Samantha E. Seramur [mailto: sseramur@anqelf ire . com ] 

Sent: Friday, August 02, 2002 2:47 PM 
To: Payne, Beth A 

Subject: Threat to Burn House Down and Newspaper Article on Mother 


June 3, 2002 

Maha Alrehaili: "I'm wasting my time.." 

Samiah Seramur: "maram — " 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
i copied dad's key to his office 
I'm wasting my time with u. . scrive: 
but i lost it 

I'm wasting my time with u. . scrive: 
stupid 

maram scrive: 
dave mathews 
maram scrive: 
oh cool 
maram scrive: 
what is in his office 
I'm wasting my time with u. . scrive: 
he has thousands of tapes of phone calls 
maram scrive; 

oh irty god 
maram scrive: 
no 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
ya 

maram scrive: 
wow 

I'm wasting my time with u. . scrive; 
i stole some 
maram scrive: 

at least you can .listen t.o my voi.ce 

maram scrive: 

cool 

http://beI-fti3Ji.aiigeltire.niaiiGi...:I6&bool next on disp_pg=tnie&bool_prev on dtsp_pg=tru 9/'26./02 
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maraia sccive: 
were they me 
raaram scrive: 
or you 

I'm wasting my time with scrive: 
he's got pics of ur passport 


I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 

i tried to burn his office 

maram scrive: 

oh WOW 

End 


Newspaper American Mom Sells Children With my childrens photos. She said it 
was the Okaz Arabic newspaper. 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive.: 
it's just that i’m scared 
maram scrive: 

of course, its good to be scared 
I'm wasting my time with u. . scrive: 
i don't trust u 
luarair. scrive: 

i mean its not good but its smart 
mataia active: 
i understand 
maraia scrive: 

but if you want to come home# you will have to trust me sometime- 

maram scrive: 

so i can work with you 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 

i found some pics in dad’s office 

maram scrive : 

cool of me 

maram scrive: 

i sent them 

maram scrive: 

to you guys 

I'm wasting my time with u. . scrive: 
he wrote about u in the newspaper 
maram scrive: 

•no what did he write 
maram scrive: 
so funny 
maram scrive: 
ignorant 
maram scrive: 

did he write how i was a horrible woman 
maram scrive: 
i feel sorry for him 
maram scrive: 

A.llah ojr God wi.ll take car.e 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scri^^e: 

?? ???■? ??????? ? 30??? ????? 

maram scrive: 

i dont understand 

maram scrive: 

thirty thousand 

maram scrive: 

for v/hat 

I'm 'v'^asting my time with u-. scriv-e: 

that was the title 

maram scrive: 

oh my gosh 

maram scrive: 
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moLiier wiia.L la trie sacoiia worxa 

I’m wasting my t.iine wi.th u. ,scrive: 

sells 

raaram scrive: 

mother sells thirty thousand 
maram scrive: 
sells what 

I’m wasting my time with u.. scrive: 

mother sells her kids 4 30 thousand dollars 

maram scrive: 

oh my god 

maram scrive; 

oh my god 

maram scrive; 

oh i am sorry 

maram scrive: 

maha i ami so sorry 
maram scrive; 
oh i am so sorry 
maram scrive: 
oh you poor baby 
maram scrive; 

what an evil man 
maram scrive: 
oh my god my poor baby 
maram scrive: 
i am so sorry 

I’m wasting my time with u.. scrive; 
so? 

maram scrive; 
oh my god 
maram scrive; 

that is why i am dirt poor dying and killing myself for any hope 
maram scrive; 

of ever seeing you all again 

maram scrive: 

that is oh no 

maram scrive: 

i am so sorry 

ma.ram sc.rive; 

oh you poor baby 

maram scrive: 

what an evil man 

I’m wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
it's ok 

I’m wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
i got my pic in the newspaper 
maram scrive: 

oh my god i never realized he could ever even think of doing that 
maram scrive: 
oh how 

I’m wasting my time with u.. scrive: 

maram scrive: 
haha 

maram scrive: 

no oh my god he put your photo 

I'm wasting my time with u. . scrive: 

the date on the newspaper was from long ago 

I'm v/asting my time with u.. scrive: 

mom 

maram scrive: 
ye.ah honey 
maram scrive: 

oh it is so terrible i am so sorrv 
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Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http: //mail . lycos . com 
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I Sa:e:|j3742 bytejs) [ 
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WeScorne sseram«r@angelSre-Cot»» 


tc 


Log OUT ! f^y Account ! Heip 


InBox • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Options 

’ Reply I Reply Al! I Forward I Download i Delete j : Move! All headers i SI premier PARTNERS 


Date: Fri, 2 Aug 2002 15:12:41 -0700 (PDT) 

From: Adam Moreno <adammoreno23@yahoo.com> fadd to address book] fadd to 
spam block list] 

Subject: Re: Number 

To: sseramur@angelRre.com 


Auction for America 
Domain Names - $19.95 
Find a better iob 


Sam , 

I have recieved information that a lot of people know 
about the operation, this jeopardizes the whole 
thing. I have been informed that they hope it goes 
weXl .but ,if n.ot they a.re .not going to do anything., 
their is no guarantee that they will even help at the 
embassy, this is my first operation and things are 
going south. 2 senators, sub committee, and several 
state department officials are aware of this 
operation, as well as the embassy in KL. word of mouth 
spreads fast and that will end up killing me. It 
could be leak the KL authorities and or the abductor. 
His clout could kill us all.i have lost my job, spent 
$600 of my own money on phone bills, many man hours 
for this to happen. I am going to talk with your 
brother and doc to evalualte the operation, i so not 
hesitate to abort if my life is on the line. 

Adam 

"Samantha E. Seramur" < sseramurQanaeI fir€.coia > 

wrote; 


> what is going on adam?? 


> Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 

> Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

> 5.ig.n up today at http; / /mail .Ivcos . com 


Do You Yahoo!? 

Yahoo! Health - Feel bet-ter, live better 
h ttp: //health. vahoo.com 


Reply i Reply All I Forward ! Download i Delete ! Move ! All headers I {2 IS 


> jdwij P ’ 1 2001, Lyocs, me. Aii Rjgiits Reserved Lycos® is 3 refgistsrsd itadsniaiK of Carnssis Msifon Uftiv&rsii 

/- ou e 1 -vc.^-tisei Business Oexjeiopmeni 

1 r n 1 . ar'-<- sisnes of the Ly.cc>s Nerwork ^''3oy;.Poiipi' or>d T&'rns & Conditions 
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WeScome sser3mur@aRgelnre.com 


Log OUT j My Account | Help 


In Sox • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Potions 
Reply I . Reply Ail [ Forward j Download [ Delete i , Move i ^ AH headers ! 

Date: Fri, 2 Aug 2002 15:17:30 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> fadd to address book! fadd to spam block list ! 
Subject: RE: ARE YOU ASKING ME IF I SOLD MY CHILDREN? 

To: '"sseramur@ange!fire.com'" <sseramur@angeJfire.coiT» 


a 1 PREMIER 

Auction fot 
Domain Nc 
Find a beti 


Thanks — I just v/arxted to confirm this. Beth 
Original Message 

From: Samantha E. Seramur [ mail to : sseramur ganaelfire.com ] 
Sent; Friday, August 02, 2002 3:10 PM 
To; Payne, Beth A 

Su)3je.ct.: you .asking me if i sold My children? 


I never received a penny from the children’s father after I escaped Saudi 
Arabia. 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http : //mail . Ivcos .com 


S}ae;||2145 byte(s) 


Type;|[^plication/ms-tnef 


Reply I Reply All I : Forward \ Download I Delete I Move i All headers i 


m 1 


» Lycos Worldwide iS' Copyright 2001. Lycos,, Inc. AJ! Rights Resofv-jd. Lycos® is a ftysistensd h'ademartt of Carnsgfa Mellon Uni'/ersli 

•About Terra l..ycos j Hcip ! .ioha ! Ach/eftisc ' Susmsss Oevebpmsm 

Your use of this website constitutes acceptance of the Lycos Nefworlc Pnv^cy Policy and 
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Wetcome sser 3 mur@angeJfire.e 0 m 


Log OUT I Account I Help 


In Box • Send Emaii • Address Book • Foldere • Check Other Email • Potions 
: Reply I Repiy Aii ! Forward I Download I Delete 1 Move i i All headers I 
Date: Fri, 2 Aug 2002 15:22:54 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.Qov> fadd to address bookl fadd to spam block listl 
Subject: RE: Issue at Hand 

To.: ■“sseramur@angs(fire.com"' <sserainur@angeifu:e.cc>iTi> 


SI M premie 

Auction f 
Domain i 
Find a be 


Yes, but Vie need to be ready for any allegations the father will make when 
we go to the government of Malaysia and reque-*- they allow your children to 
depart Malaysia. It is helpful to know ahead of time what types of 
allegations will be made, so we can provide a clear response. If you can 
think of anything else the father may raise, it would be helpful for us to 
know this now so we can prepare a response. Thanks. Beth 

Original Message 

From: Samantha E. Seramur fmailto: sseramur@anqelfire.com ] 

Sent: Friday, August 02, 2002 3:21 PM 
To: Payne, Beth A 
Subjeot: Issue at Hand 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

I am more concerned with protecting the lives of American citizens, my 
children, than I am with any Saudi allegations. 


Is your boss reading your email? .....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http: //mall .lvcos.com 


[Name: 

kmo 78807753.295761 

1 Size: 

|2362 byte(s) I 

1 Typ«: 

lappHcation/ms-tnef I 


Reply ! Reply AH i Forward I Download i Delete I Move! All headers I (3 0 


» Lycos Worldwide ® Cspyrigh: 20Cd. Lycos, inc. AH Rights Res^-^ad. Lycos® is s regisvered trsdsmsrk cf Carnsgie Melicr, Univorsil 
AhetU Tana L/co:; i Halp j [ Advaitisai auslnsss Oe’'/e!opitienc 

Your i.isa of this oonr.trute8 accepJsnce of the Lycos N^work P'i'-'acy Poiicy and Terms & Conditions 
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& 


WeJcome sseramur@ange!fire.com 


tog OUT j Hy Account j Hsfp 


InBox • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Ot^er Email • Options 

Reply I . Reply Ail I . Forward I Oownioad I : Delete I Move I ^ All headers i iS premier PART 


Date; Fri, 02 Aug 2002 15:45:00 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angeJfire.com> radd to address book! [add to spam 
block list] 

Subject: AIRehaili 

Organization: Angelfire (http://email.angeif!re.maiidty.lycos.com:80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A” <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.com 


Auction for Amer 
Oomain Names - 
Find a better job 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

Please find below Maha’s conversation with me last night. She talked 
about her father in the first line calling him an "asshole” and 
threatened suicide again if she cannot return home to America. 

Maha Alrehaili: "Don't say u love me..." 

Samiah Seramur: "Love One Another.." 

August 1 , 2002 

"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 

something crazy like believe it!" scrive: 

asshole 

Love One Another scrive; 
yeah but u know its normal 
Love One Another scrive: 
he always does that 
□□ 

Love One Another scrive: 
be careful 

"Don’t say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 
something crazy like believe it!" scrive: 
i was like i'll kill myself 

"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 
something crazy like believe it!" scrive: 
ok 

Love One Another scrive: 
no no no 

Love One Another scrive: 
what about me then?? 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http : //mail . Ivcos . com 


Reply i Reply All j Forward I Download j Delete I Move] All headers I SJ 51 
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Welcome sseramur@angelflre.coin 


Log OUT ! My Account | Help 


InBox • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Potions 
Reply I Reply All 1 ' Forward I Download I Delete 1 : Move j , AH headers } j2 12 

Date: Fri, 02 Aug 2002 16:01:05 +0100 

From; "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angellire.com> radd to address bookl radd to spam block 
list] 

Subject: Airehaili Death Wish on Dad and StepmoUier 
Organization: Angelfire (http://email.angetfire.mailcity.lycos.com:80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A” <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.eom 


PREMIER 

Auction foi 
Domain Ni 
Find a betl 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

The following are statements from Maha hoping that her dad and stepmother 
will be blown up on a recent trip to Syria. She also states that 
Faisal is happy to come home to America. 

Maha Airehaili; "Simply Irresistible.." 

Samiah Seramur: "Lost Love Eats Pineapple..." 

July 22, 2002 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
so they are going satrday 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 

?? 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
for two days or so??? 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
i just told fai 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 

• iol 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
he's like swear 
Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
ooo he’s so happy 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
what 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
hey mom 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
huh 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
maybe their plane will blow up 
Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
lol 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
shhh 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
and then no lualay 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 

dont write that 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 

http;//^eV-manTangellire.maiicitr.20^Hdol_next_on_<lisp_pg=tnae&booi_prev_on_clisp_pg=tru 9/27/U2 
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oiliiiJ-LY j. L i L iw j-e . - . sui-Lve; 
boooooooooooornrnimrairatirruriinm 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
so fai 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive; 
is happy 

Simply Irresistible,., scrive: 
now ya 


Simply Irresistible... scrive; 
boooooooooooooooooooommirtmmnHRmniiininiii 


Simply Irresistible,., scrive: 
i hope that happens 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
got the message 


Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
don't u? 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple W hout Seeds scrive: 
honey 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
u can get us then right? 


End 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at htto: / /mail . Ivcos . com 

Reply I ; Reply Ail ! ! Forward \ Download 1 Delete I Move j All headers ! (2 (B 


» Lycos Worldwide ©Copyright 2€0 t Lycos, inc. Wt Rfghta Reserved. Lycos® is s> registered trademark of Carnegie Msflon Univeratl 
About Terra Lycos j Hetpi Jobs} Advertise i Business Development 

Your use of this website constitutes acceptance of the Lycos Nebwork Pnvaoy. Ppjtoy; and .Ierms.& Conditions 
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Welcome sseramurgiangeffire.eom J,og OUT [ My Account ! Help 

InBox • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Potions 
Reply I . Reply Ail | Forward i Download I Deiete I Move j : All headers I 
Date; Fri, 02 Aug 2002 16:11:15 +0100 

From; "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angelfire.com> fadd to address boo ki [ add to spam block list ! 
Subject: RE: Alrehaili Death Wish on Dad and Stepmother 
Organization: Angeifire (http://ernail.ang^fire.mailcity.iyais.corn;80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA©stdte.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.com 


Dear Beth, 

At this time Maha and Faisal are exhibiting serious post traumatic 

stress disorder, I do not think that the consul is a trained medical 

professional able to handle examining my children without possible 

serious side affects under the extreme additional stress they will 

be under. I already sent you an email as well that states that 

Maha does not feel safe to talk about anything until she is on a 

plane home and even then, if someone who is not a trained medical 

professional used to dealing with extremely abused children, attempts 

to examine and question her, I fear she may be much more seriously 

damaged, possibly irreparably. I have provided you with direct 

transcripts and the dates and you have documented the abuse as well 

from Jeddah. What do you suggest in this case? My American children want to com€ 

Thank you, Sam 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http; //mall. Ivcos .com 


Reply i . Reply All I Forward 1 : Download ! Delete i Move 1 All headers 1 


» Lyccs WoridwIOe © Copyright 200 ’.. Lycos, ino. All Rights Ressr/sc. Lycos® is a regis;e.'ed trademark of Carnegie Meiton Universii 
About Tena Lycos i Help | jobs! Advertise j Business Deveiopmenl 

Your use of this wabsifs cotSstitufei aocepteivca of tbs i.ycoa NMwork Prjye.cy and Tentjs A Cpri«(l,jpns 
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Vv'eicams ssei-amjir^jangelfire.com Keg OUT i Account ! Help 

InBox e S_e_nd Ema il • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Potions 

' Reply I Reply Aii | Forward 1 Download ! Delete j Move j Ail headers I [2 |B 

Date; Fri, 02 Aug 2002 17:17:15 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@arjgelfire.com> [ add to address b ookl fadd to ssam block list ! 
Subject: Conversation About American and Saudi Passports 
Organization: Angelfire (http;//ema!i. angelfire. mailcity.fyais-conitSO) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.com 


Maha Talking About U,S. passport. She calls the Saudi passport, "fucking green.' 

Maha Alrehaili: "Simply Irresistible. 

Samiah Seramur: "Lost Love Eats Pineapple.." 


Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
i have pass 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
por 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 

' ts 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
o really? 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
and the pics in it? 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 

OF COURSE 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
where from the pics? 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 

THE OLD ONES 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 

000 no 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 

CUTE PICS 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
will they be accepted? 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive': 
whats the prob 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scri^^e: 

oh gosh they are good for ten years 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 

and then you renew them at any u.s. erobassy in a minute 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 

ok 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
you are amer 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 

Id 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
what r their colors? 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
dark blue 

http;/7bel-rnaU.angcltife.tnaiic!t...f0^6ool next bn d.isp_j)g=tfue&boot_prev on clisp_pg=tru 9,/27/02 
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hosz iiove tacs fineappie witnour seeas scrive: 
really pretty 

Simply Irresistible. . . scrive: 
great not fucking green 

End 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at http: //laa il, Ivcos.-com 

Reply i Reply Aii | Forward [ ,_pownigad j Delete i Move i Ail headers I 
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& 


WeJcome. sssr3mur©3nge}fire.coiTi 


i.og OUT I My Acccsunt i Help 


In Box « Send Email • Address B ook « Foiders • Check Other Email • Potio ns 

Repiy I Reply Aii | Forward 1 Download j Delete j Move j , Ail headers ! 12 

Date: Fri, 02 Aug 2002 17:56:47 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angelfire.com> r edd to address book l [ add to spam block list! 
Subject; Sleeping Pills 

Organization: Angeifire (http://emai!.angeifire.mai!c!ty.lyajs.com:80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To; sseramur@angelfire.com 


Since Maha is very suicidaJ , is it possible to have a medical professional 
ask the questions rather than someone that is medically unqualified, 
which may result in irreparable damage? 

This conversation details Safiah Alrehaili taking sleeping pills so she doesnt thi 


Maha Alrehaili; "I’m wasting my time..." 

Samiah Seramur: "maram.." 

July 18, 2002 
' maram scrive: 
ok 

maram scrive: 
cool 

I’m wasting my time with you — scrive: 
no just sleeping 

I'm wasting my time w.i,th you... scrive; 

maram scrive: 
oh ok she is tired 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 
taking sleeping pills 
maram scrive: 

oh i get it a moon is sleeping 

maram scrive; 

why is she taking those 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 

she doesn't want to think 

maram scrive: 

how did she get them 

maram scrive: 

arent they hard to find 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 

never mind 

maram scrive: 

oh ok 

maram scrive: 

it is easier if you tell me someting 

maram. scrive; 

just a little honey 

I'm wasting my time v>?ith you. , - scrive: 
no 

I'm v/asting ray time w'ith you... scrive: 

http://bel-niail.angeItire.maiicit...;U&bool next on <lisp_pg=tfue&booI_prev on disp_pg=tru 9/27.'02 
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noney 

luaraif! scrive: 
yeah thanks 
maram scrive: 

i know you are v/orried about me 

I’m wasting my time with you... scrive: 

when i see u 

Conversation about Maha being afraid from her dad for the rest of 
her life and catching a plane before he sees her- 
Juiy 13, 2002 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 
can we catch the plane b4 dad sees us? 
maram scrive: 

i will not cal before i go 

maram scrive: 

yep 

maram scrive: 

it is the fastest thing in the world 

maram s. ..ive; 

and everyone is with you 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive; 

do we have to run all our lives afraid of him? 

maram scrive: 

nope 

maram scrive: 
it is over 


end 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail- 
Sign up today at http: //mall . Iv cos . c om 


Reply I ■ Reply All I i Forward i : Download i Delete i Move I AH headers 1 


1 


» Lycos Worldwide ©Copyriom 2001, Lycos, Inc. All Rights Rsser'/ed. Lvcos® is a registered trader.iarV; of Csmegie Msilon Uiiivefsit 
About Terra Lycos i help | Jobs I Advertise | Business Oeveiopment 

Your use of this website constitutes ac^ceptante of the Lycos Netvvofk Twnis .£.Conditipos 


httn://bel-mail.angeitire.maiicit...:0&bool_next__on_disp_j>g=irue&booi_prev_oii_ciisp_pg'=tru 9/27/02 



1148 


Angelfire 


Page 1 of 6 


vyeScKfrae. sscramiir@3ngeJfire,cotTi Log OUT i My' A-eount I Hasp 

InB^. • Send Ernaii » Address Book • Foldets • Check Other Email • Opti ons 
Reply i Reply Ail j Forward ! DownSoad j Delete I Move i ; Ail headers ! 

Oats: Fri, 02 Aug 2002 18:35:49 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angelfire.com> r add to address book ! [ add to spam block list! 
Subject: Sexual Abused by Adult Relatives 
Organization: Angelfire (httpv/emaii angelfire. mailcity.iycos.com:80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@5tate.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.com 


Dear Ms. Payti,e, 

I really want to work with you and the consul in any way possible 

to assist my children to come home to America and I thank you for 

your kind attention. I just thought that abuse, in particular details 

of sexual abuse, should be handled by a professional that knows how to ask about s 


Conversation on how Maha lived with adult relatives in summers and was sexually al 
July 14, 2002 

Maha Alrehaili: "It's not a daydream..." 

Unidentified: "Catching Rainbows..." 


It's not a daydream if you decide to m.ake it your life., scrive: 
i'm sorry if i woke u up 

It'.s not a daydream if you decide to make it your Life., scrive: 
nop 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
it alright 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
how was your friends house? 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

same as always 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

what did you do 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
alot of things that i'd hate my mom to know about 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok i guess 

Catching Rainbov^s scrive: 
are they bad things 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
to me no 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
to u maybe 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
what about to me 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 


to mom yes 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
kid things? 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 


nop 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

htlp://bel-niaii.aiigb!tire.niailcil...:U&bool next on <iisp_pg— true&boot_nrev on disp_pg=tru 
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Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok 

Catching P-ainbows scrive: 
yes you are 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
no i ' ra not 

Catching Rainbows scrive; 

16 is still a kid 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

no 


Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i am still a kid 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
and im 18 

Catching' Rainbows scrive: 
age doesnt matter 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to 
ya it depends on how u think 
It's not a daydream if you decide to 
ur mind 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
yes i know 

It's not a daydream if you decide to 

i'm very mature 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

you have only had 16 years to think 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

for youe age 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
your 

It's not a daydream if you decide to 
i’ve had 8 years of hell 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
trust me 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

i thought i was mature and shit when 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

but there is a lot more to life 

It's not a daydream if you decide to 

ur life is different 

It's not a daydream if you decide to 

mine is more complicated 

It's not a daydream if you decide to 

harder 

It's not a daydream if you decide to 

i have to think alot 

It's not a daydream if you decide to 

calculate every move i make 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

i know ur probably right 

It's not a daydream if you decide to 

hiding everything 

It's not a daydream if you decide to 

but i like it 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

i do a lot of hiding myself 

It's not a daydream if you decide to 

o good 

It's not a daydream if you decide to 
but not from me 

It's not a daydream if you decide to 
ok? 


make it your life, 
make it your life. 


scrive; 
scrive : 


make it your life., scrive: 


make it your life., scrive: 


i was 16 


make it your life, 
make it your life, 
make it your life, 
make it your life, 
make it your life. 

make it your life, 
make it your life. 

make it your life, 
make it your life, 
make it your life. 


scrive: 
scrive; 
scrive : 
scrive: 
scrive: 

scrive; 
scrive : 

scrive : 
scrive : 


Catching Rainbows scrive: 

http;//bel-iTiail.ahgeliire.inailcitr..:0*(^bool next on disp_pg=tfiie&booi_jprev on disp 
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It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrtve: 
leave space 4 an excuse 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
plan b 

Catching Rainbov.'s scrive: 
u kinda have to sometimes 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
yes 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive; 

always 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
alv^ays 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

since ur older than me i'd like to tell u alot off things 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

of 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

how was your internet time time today 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
but i don't want anyone else knowing about them 
It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
just u 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
would u like that? 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i dont want you to tell me yet 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
share secrets? 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
no not yet 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
when you get here 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

i want to trust u 1st 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

yes that is very good 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

but i dont want anyl to find out 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

besides me 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
yes no one 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

your mom can read everything we type 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i don't want any one to know that i tell u 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
ya i kno’w 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok 

Catching B.ainbows scrive: 
we will talk when you get here 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
trust me i have many many secrets 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i have not told anyl 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
but im not sure if i could 
- Catching Rainbows scrive: 

my life has had a little hell in it to 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
can u tell me? 

hti|v//bel-niairangeltire,ma!{cit...;0<febooi next on disp_pg=true&booi prev on disp_j?g=tru 9/27/02 
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uancning Kainoows scrive: 
i want to get to know you again Ist 
Catching Rainbov/s scrive; 
you know? 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
its been a while 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i wouldn’t feel comfortable with telling u my secrets and u not telling 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i agree 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

you have to get to know me again too 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

we have to establish a good friendship first 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
a very strong one 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
yes uss 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i always hit the wrong keys 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
but nobody will know 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
me too 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 


Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
ur sleepy 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
iiti waking up now 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i have two days left 
Catching Rainbows scrive; 
here 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
o so soon 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

ive been here for 7 days i think 


Catching Rainbows scrive: 
you know 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i'm so scared 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive; 
but i don't show it 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i wish there was a way for me to help 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive; 
u can 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
write to me 

Catching Rainbov^s scrive: 
i wish 1 could make you not scared 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok than i will 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 


Catching Rainbows scrive: 
is zack your first real bf 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 


http;//bel-tTiaii.angvitife.iTiaiIcit...:0&lx>ol next on disp o^true&bool prev on disp Dg=t! 
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how many have you had 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
my 1st bf is getting engaged 
Catching Rainbo'ws scrive: 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
how old is he 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive; 

22 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

what the fuck 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

you dont go out with old guys like that 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i fucked it up with his brother 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
he saw us 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
stay with your age 

It's not a daydream if you deciae to make it your life., scrive: 
and that was it 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
no i like older guys 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
not that old 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
he's not old 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
maybe one or two years 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive; 

- 5 years 

Catching Rainbows scrive; 
yes thats 6 years 
Catching Rainbows scrive; 
too old for my liking 

It's not a daydream, if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i live with him in the summers 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

sshhhhhhhhhhhhhh 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

with him? 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
ya and his family 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
your dad doesnt care 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
he’s my stepmother's brother 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok 

Catching Rainbows scrive; 
thats kind wierd 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
like my half sister's uncle 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ya? 

It's not a daydream if you decide to laake it your life., scrive: 
ya 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
he's in the army now 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

getting his ass kicked 

Rnd 

littp://bel-niail.an,geiiire.niaiIcit...;U&booi next on disp_pg=true&bool_prev on disp pg^tm 9/27/U2 



1153 


Ano^elfire 


Page 6 of 6 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at http: //mail . lycos .com 

Reply ; Reply Al! 1 Forward I Download ! Delete i : Move j A” headeia ! 
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Ws3come sseramur@angelfire.coni 


Log OUT I My Account: | Hetp 


I nBox e Send Emaii « Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Options 

Reply i ' Reply Ail j Forvjard j Downioad 1 Delete i : Move 1 Ail headers I S premier PARTNERS 


Date: 

From: 

Subject: 

Organization: 

To: 
Reply To: 


Fri, 02 Aug 2002 19:27:03 +0100 

"Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angelflre.a).m> radd to address book! 
[add to spam block list] 

Maha Pleading for a "Normal Life" 

Angelfire (http://email.angelfir8.mailcity.lycos.com:80) 

"Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> 
ssera m u r@ angelfire . com 


Auction for America 
Domain Names - S19.95 
Fin d a better j ob 


June 3, 2002 

Maha Alrehaili: "I’m wasting my time with.." 

Samiah Seramur: "marara..." 

I'm wasting my time with u. . scrive: 
i need a normal life 
maram scrive: 

and that is what i will give you 
I'm wasting my time with u. . scrive: 
i've been my own mother 
maram scrive: 

until you are old enough and want to do it yourself 
maram scrive: 

and i can help by setting you up in your own place 
maram scrive: 

and taking care of school etc. 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
that's all i want 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
so thanx 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at h ttp: //mail . Ivcos.com 


Reply I • Reply Aii ! Forward ! Download | Delete ! Move 1 All headers I [E 


» Lycos Worst! wstSfi vopyi>ght 2001, Lycos, if>c. All Rights Reserved, Lycos® is a reglslereo tfadsmark of Carnegiu Ivleiior^ Ui'iWS'Sil 

Anoot Terrs Lvccs I Halo: ..'ors | Aavstiise: Business Deveiopmsnt 
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Wescoma sseramurpangslftre-com 


Lag OUT [ My Account 1 Hatp 


In Box • Send Email • Address Boo k « Fojders • Check Other Email • Potions 
Reply i . Reply Al! j Forward i . Download i Delete j ; Move j All headers j 


PREMIER PARTNERS 


Date; Fri, 02 Aug 2002 19:46:35 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@ange!fire.com> fadd to address bo oki [add to 
spam biock list] 

Subject: Threat to Burn House Down and Newspaper Artide on Mother 
Organization: Angelfire (http://emaii.angeifire.mailcity.lycos.com:80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@ange!fire.com 


Auction for A merica 
Domain Nam es - S 19 .95 
Find a b ette r job 


June 3, 2002 

Maha Alrehaili: "I'm wasting my time.." 
Samiah Seramur; "maram. 

I*m wasting my time with u.. scrive: 

1 copied dad's key to his office 
I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
but i lost it 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
stupid 

maram scrive; 
dave mathews 
maram scrive: 
oh cool 
maram scrive: 
what is in his office 
I'm wasting my time with u. . scrive: 
he has thousands of tapes of phone calls 
maram scrive: 

oh my god 
maram scrive: 
no 

I’m wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
ya 

maram scrive: 
wow 

I'm wasting my time with u. . scrive: 
i stole some 
maram scrive; 

at least you can listen to my voice 

maram scrive: 

cool 

maram scrive: 
were they me 
maram scrive: 
or you 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
he's got pics of ur passport 


I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
i tried to burn his office 
maram scrive: 
oh wow 
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Newspaper Aai.erican Mori Sells Children With my childrens photos. 

She said it was the Okaz Arabic newspaper. 

I'm wasting my time with u-- scrive: 
it's just that i'm scared 
maram scrive: 

of course. its good to be scared 
I'm v/asting my time with u. . scrive: 
i don't trust u 
maram scrive: 

i mean its not good but its smart 
maram scrive: 
i understand 
maram scrive: 

but if you want to come home, you will have to trust me sometime 

Ria r am. s c r r ve : 

so i can work with you 

I'm. wasting my time with u.. scrive: 

i found some pics in dad’s office 

maram scrive: 

cool of me 

maram scrive: 

i sent them 

maram scrive: 

to you guys 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 

he wrote about u in the newspaper 

maram scrive: 

no what did he write 

maram scrive: 

so funny 

maram scrive; 

ignorant 

maram scrive: 

did he write how i was a horrible woman 
maram scrive: 
i feel sorry for him 
maram scrive: 

Allah or God will take care 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 

?? ???? ??????? ? 30??? ????? 

maram scrive: 

i dont understand 

maram scrive: 

thirty thousand 

maram scrive: 

for what 

I'm 'wasting my time with u.. scrive: 

that was the title 

maram scrive: 

oh my gosh 

maram scrive: 

mother what is the second world 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scri^^e: 

sells 

maram scrive: 

mother sells thirty thousand 
maram scrive: 
sells v/hat 

I'm wasting my time with u. - scrive: 
mother sells her kids 4 30 thousand dollars 
maram scrive: 
oh my god 

sc'^iVR! 
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oh my god 
maram scrive; 
oh i am sorry 
maram scrive: 

maha i am so sorry 
maram scrive: 
oh i am so sorry 
maram scrive: 
oh you poor baby 
maram scrive: 

what an evil man 
maram scrive: 
oh my god my poor baby 
maram scrive: 
i am so sorry 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
so? 

maram scrive: 
oh my god 
maram scrive: 

that is why i am dirt poor dying and killing myself for any hope 
m.arara scrive: 

of ever seeing you all again 

maram scrive: 

that is oh no 

maram scrive: 

i am so sorry 

maram scrive: 

oh you poor baby 

maram scrive: 

what an evil man 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
it's ok 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 
i got my pic in the newspaper 
maram scrive; 

oh my god i never realized he could ever even think of doing that 
maram scrive: 
oh how 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 

maram scrive: 
haha 

maram scrive: 

no oh my god he put your photo 

I'm wasting my time with u.. scrive: 

the date on the newspaper was from long ago 

I'm wasting my time with u. . scrive: 

mom 

maram scrive: 
yeah honey 
maram scrive: 

oh it is so terrible i am so sorry 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at http: / /m ail . lyc o s .co m 

Rep ly I Reply All i Forward I Downl oad j Delete I Move I All heade rs I j2 S 
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Walcom? sseramur^angeifire.com Log OUT f My Accoimt I Help 

InBox « Send Eniajl » Address Book • Foldere • Check Other Email • Options 

Reply I Reply Aii } Forward I . Download I Delete j Move I All headers I U H 

Date; Fri, 02 Aug 2002 20:10:13 +0100 

From; "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angelf!re.com> fadd to address faooki F add to spam block !ist1 
Subject; ARE YOU ASKING ME IF I SOLD MY CHILDREN? 

Organization: Angeifire (http;//amaii.angsifire.maildtyJycos.com;SO) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.com 


I never received a penny from the children's father after I escaped Saudi Arabia. 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at htto: //mail . lvcos.com 


Reply i ' R eply All I • Fo rward j Dow nload I Dele te I , MpyeJ All head ers 


a a 


» Lycos Worldwide ©Copyrigivt 2001, Ly^:os, Inc. ASi Rights Resei'.'sd. Lyccs® is a rsyisterEd trademark uf Carnegie Melion Universi'i 
About Terra Lycos I Help! Jobs | Advettise i Business Development 

'I’our use of this website constitutes acceptance of the Lycos Noty-ioric Privacy Policy and Terms S. Conditions 
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Lag OUT j My Accounx \ Help 


InBox • Send Email • Addr ess Book » Folders • Check Other Email • O ptio ns 

Reply i Reply Ail | . Forward i Download j Delete ! , Move j : All headers I [3 IS 


Date: Fri, 02 Aug 2002 20:21:08 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <^eramur@angelfire.cofn> la dd to address book ! fadd to 
spam block list] 

Subject: Issue at Hand 

Organization: Angelfire (http://ema!l.angeifire.ma«lcity.lycos.com:80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.Qov> 

Reply To: sseramur@ange!fire.com 


PREMIER PARTNE 

Auction for America 
Do main Names - $1 
Find a better iob 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

I am more concerned with protecting the lives of American citizens, 
my children, than I am with any Saudi allegations. 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at http : //ma i l . 1 vcos . com 

; Reply I : Reply All 1 ; Forward i : Download ! Delete ! Move I All headers I j3 H 


» Lycos Worldwide ©Copyright 2001. Lycos, Inc. All Rights Rsserved. Lycos® is a registered trademark of Camogis Melton UniversH 
AbOi.it Terra Lycos j Help [ Jobs | Acivertise [ Susirress Developmerrt 

Your use iiiis website constitutes acceplatics c* the Lycos Natwerk Privacy Pplfcy and larms .5;..Cof;oUror)i 
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Mggmn 


WsscoiTig ssQrsmur§>angeifire.com 


LoD OUT I My Account I Help 


InBox • Send Email » A ddress Boo k • Folders • Check Other Email « Potions 
. Reply i Reply AN ! Forward I Download I Delete j Move! All headers j HI 

Date: Fri, 02 Aug 2002 22:58:52 +0100 

From: "Samantha £. Seramur" <sseramur@angelfire.com> fadd to address book! fadd to spam block 
list] 

Subject: RE: Issue at Hand 

Organization: Angelfire (http://email.ange}fire.inaildty.fycos.com:80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angeifire.com 


Dear Beth, 

Thank you. Since you seem to be interested in the shariah law aspect 
of this case, you might address the fact that Mubarak Airehaili 
should have his head chopped off according to shariah law since 
he raped and impregnanted my servants Sufatmi bint Basuki and Tutti 
bint Sukardi from Indonesia if you are interested in looking at 
this from the perspective of shariah and the fact that he attempted 
rape of anyother Sureyah who was there with her husband Diwan. I 
have their sworn affidatite along with the ultrasound and employment 
records of the pregnant servant Sufatmi while she was in Saudi Arabia 
at nine months pregnant and was shipped out. We also have the Indonesian 
embassy involvement and Jeddah police in that case. I mean that 
is if you are looking at shariah law. 

Best Regards, Sam 


PREMIER 

Auction fO! 
Domain N; 
Find a bett 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http:/ /mai 1 . 1 vcos . com. 
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W^Scofne sssramuf@angeifire.com 


InBpx • Send Ernajl • Address Bock * Folders • Check Other Emai! • Qpi 
Repiy i . Reply Ail i Forward i Download 1 Delete I , Move 1 Ail headers i 


Date: Mon, 05 Aug 2002 05;3i:31 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur” <sseramur@angelfire.CGfn> f add to ac 
block list] 

Subject: Fwd; AIRehaili 

Organization: Angeifire (http://emaii.angeifire.maHdty.Jycos.com;80) 

To: HoyeAC2@state.gov 
RepiyTo: sseramur@angelfire.com 


Dear Mr, Hoye, 

My children are American citizens being held against their will 
and they want to come home. In reaards to your requesting me to 
email you the correspondence Maha sent me, since yo'u stated you 
did not receive it from Ms. Beth PAyne in Washington, please find 
it below. I thank you for your meeting with me this morning as 
was requested by Ms. Payne and look forward to seeing you again 
at 3 p.m. I will do everything possible to cooperate with you in 
any way to assist my American children and possibly Safiah, an adult, 
who are being held against their will and want to come home. 

Thank you, 

Samiah Seramur 


Forwarded Message 

DATE: Fri, 02 Aug 2002 15:45:00 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur0angelf ire . com> 
To; "Payne, Beth A" < PavneBA@sbat8.aov > 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

Please find below Maha’s conversation with me last night. She talked 
about her father in the first line calling him an "asshole" and 
threatened suicide again if she cannot return home to America, 

Maha Airehaili: "Don’t say u lo've me " 

Samiah Seramur: "Love One Another.." 

August 1, 2002 

"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 

something crazy like believe it!" scrive: 

asshole 

Love One Another scrive; 
yeah but u know its normal 
Love One Aiiother scrive: 
he always doss that 

nci 

Love One Another scrive; 
be careful 

"Don’t say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 
http:,' /bet -niaii.angelhre.rhaiicit . . :l^n36o!_next^6n_disp_jpg=tru€&bool_prev on cl!sp_pg=trn 9''27,''U2 
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i was like i'll ki?vl myself 

"Don't say u love me unless u really mean 

something crazy like believe it!" scrive: 

ok 

Love One Another scrive: 
no no no 


rove One Another scrive: 
what about rrie then?? 


it, because I might do 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http : / / mail .Ivcos . com 

End Forwarded Message 


Is your boss reading your email? Probably 

Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 


Reply i R eply Ail I Fo rw ard } Download i Delete I M ove 1 . All headers j 


a B 
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Wn^aVfirmWa§i 

WsScoms sseramur^angeffife.conrs Log OUT i My Account i Halp 

InBox • Send Email » Address Book « Fol ders • Check Other Emaii • Potions 

Reply I Reply All | Forward i Download j Delete i : Move j : Ai! headers i [2 H premier F 

Date: Mon, 05 Aug 2002 05-.33;01 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angelfire.cofn> [add to address book i F add to s pam 
block list] 

Subject: Fwd: AlRehaili 

Organization: Angelfire (http://email. 3 ngelfire.maildty.lycos.com; 80 ) 

To: HoyeAC2@3tate.gov 
Reply To: sserarr1ur@an9elfire.com 


Auction for Am e r 
Domain Names - 
Find a better iob 


Forwarded Message 

DATE: Fri, 02 Aug 2002 15:45:00 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" < sseramur@anaelfire.com > 
To: "Payne, Beth A" < PavneBAgstate.qov > 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

Please find below Maha’s conversation with me last night. She talked 
about her father in the first line calling him an "asshole" and 
threatened suicide again if she cannot return home to America. 

Maha Alrehaili: "Don't say u love me..." 

Samiah Seramur: "Love One Another.." 

August 1, 2002 

"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 

something crazy like believe it!" scrive: 

asshole 

Love One Another scrive: 
yeah but u know its normal 
Love One Another scrive: 
he always does that 

Love One Another scrive: 
be careful 

"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 
something crazy like believe it!" scrive: 
i was like i'll kill myself 

"Don't say u love me unless u really mean it, because I might do 
something crazy like believe it!" scrive: 
ok 

Love One Another scrive: 
no no no 

Love One Another scrive: 
what about me then?? 
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Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http: / /mail . lycos.cota 




Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at http ; //rftail . ivcos.com 

Reply I Reply All ! Forward } Download 1 Delete ! ' Move ! : All headers j 0 
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Forwarded Message 


DATE: Fri, 02 Aug 2002 16:01:05 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sse ramur0anael fire . cofa > 


To: "Payne, Beth A" < PavneBA(astate . aov > 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

The following are statements from Maha hoping that her dad and stepmother 
will be blown up on a recent trip to Syria- She also states that 
Faisal is happy to come home to America. 

Maha Alrehaili: "Simply Irresistible.." 

Samiah Seramur: "Lost Love Eats Pineapple..." 

July 22, 2002 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
so they are going satrday 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 

?? 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
for two days or so??? 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
i just told fai 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
lol 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
he's like swear 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
ooo he’s so happy 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
what 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
hey mom 

Lost love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive; 

huh 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
maybe their plane will blow' up 
Simply Irresistible. . . scrive: 
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Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
shhh 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
and then no malay 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 

dont write that 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
boooooooooooormmaTm'im.mrfiiriTftm 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
so fai 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
is happy 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
now ya 


Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
boooooooQooooooooooooimiininrninicuTiJTiitimm 


Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
i hope that happens 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple without Seeds scrive: 
yoL tlie niessage 


Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
don’ t u? 

Lost Love Eats Pineapple Without Seeds scrive: 
honey 

Simply Irresistible... scrive: 
u can get us then right? 


End 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at h tto; //mail . Ivcos . com 

End Forwarded Message 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http ; / /mail . Ivcos . com 
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Welcome sssrarnyr^angeifire.com Log OMl" ! My Account j Help 

InBQx » Send Emai! • Address Book « Folders • Check Other Email • Ofitions 
Reply { Reply Ail j Forward i Download ! Delete I Move I Ail headers ! 

Date: Mon, 05 Aug 2002 05:57:40 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angelfire.com> radd to address bookl [ add to spam block listi 
Subject; Re Your Request Today. Fwd; Sexual Abused by Adult Relatives 
Organization: Angelfire (http:,7emaii.ar!gelf!re.mai!dty.!ycos.{X)n'!;S0) 

To: HoyeAC2@state.gov 
Repiy To: sseramur@angeifire.com 


Forwarded Message 

DATE: Fri, 02 Aug 2002 18:35:49 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" < sseramur@anaelfire.com > 

To: "Payne, Beth A" < PavneBA0atate.qov > 

Dear Ms. Payne, 

: I really want to work with you and the consul in any way possible 
to assist my children to come home to America and I thank you for 
your kind attention. I just thought that abuse, in particular details 
of sexual abuse, should be handled by a professional that knows how to ask about s 


Conversation on how Maha lived with adult relatives in summers and was sexually al 
July 14, 2002 

Maha Alrehaili: "It's not a daydream..." 

Unidentified: "Catching Rainbows..." 


It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i'ln sorry if i woke u up 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., .scrive: 
nop 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
it alright 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
how was your friends house? 

It's not a daydream if you decide co make it your life., scrive: 

same as always 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

what did you do 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
alot of things that i'd hate my mom to know about 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok i guess 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
are they bad things 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
to me no 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
to u maybe 
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uatcning Kaincows scrive: 
what about to me 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
to mom yes 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
kid things? 

It's not a daydream^ if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

nop 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

i'm not a kid 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

ok 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
yes you are 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your iife.. scrive: 
no i'm not 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

16 is still a kid 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
no 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i am still a kid 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
and im 18 

Catching Kainbows scrive: 
age doesnt matter 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
ya it depends on how u think 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
ur mind 

Catching Rainbows scrive; 

' yes i know 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

i'm very mature 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

you have only had 16 years to think 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

for youe age 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
your 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i've had 8 years of hell 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
trust me 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

i thought i was mature and shit when i was 16 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

but there is a lot more to life 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
ur life is different 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
mine is more complicated 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
harder 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i have to think aiot 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
calculate every move i make 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i know ur probably right 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
hiding everything 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
but i like it 
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i do a lot of hiding myself 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

0 good 

it's not a daydrearit if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
but net from mie 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive; 
ok? 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
always thinking one step ahead 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
leave space 4 an excuse 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
plan b 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
u kinda have to sometimes 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
yes 

It's not a daydream if you decide to miake it your life., scrive: 
axways 

Catching Rainbows scrive; 
always 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

since ur older than me i'd like to tell u alot off things 

It's not a davdream if you deride to make it vour life., scrive: 

of 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

how was your internet time time today 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
but i don't want anyone else knowing about them 
It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
ijust u 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
would u like that? 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

1 dont want you to tell me yet 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
share secrets? 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
no not yet 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
when you get here 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

i want to trust u 1st 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

yes that is very good 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

but i dont want anyl to find out 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

besides me 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
yes no one 

Catching Rainbow.? scrive: 

your mom can read everything we type 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive; 
i don't want any one to know that i tell a 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
ya i know 

ok 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
we will talk when you get here 
Catching Rainbov/s scrive: 
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rrusi: me i nave many many secrers 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

i have not told anyl 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

but im not sure if i could 

Catching' Rainbows scrive: 

my life has had a little hell in it to 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life,, scrive: 
can u tell me? 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i want to get to know you again 1st 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
you know? 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
its been a while 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

i wouldn't feel comfortable with telling u my secrets and u not telling me anythir 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i agree 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

you have to get to know me again too 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

we have to establish a good friendship first 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
a very strong one 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
yes ues 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i always hit the wrong keys 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
but nobody will know 

)lt's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
me too 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
ur sleepy 

Catching Rainbows scrive; 
im waking up now 
Catching Rainbows scrive; 
i have two days left 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
here 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
o so soon 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 

ive been here for 7 days i think 


Catching Rainbows scrive: 
you know 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
i'm so scared 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
but i don't show it 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
i wish there was a way for me to help 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
u can 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
write to me 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
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Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok than i will 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 


Catching Rainbows scrive; 
is oack your first real bf 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
no 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
how many have you had 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive; 
my 1st bf is getting engaged 
Catching Rainbows scrive; 

V70W' 

Catching Rainbovjs scrive: 
how old is he 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

22 

Catching Rainbows scrive; 

what the fuck 

Catching Rainbows scrive; 

you dont go out with old guys like that 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive; 

1 f\icked it up with his brother 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive; 
he sav; us 

Catching Rainbows scrive; 
stay with your age 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
and that was it 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
no i like older guys 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
not that old 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
he's not old 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
maybe one or two years 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

5 years 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
yes thats 6 years 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
too old for my liking 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life,, scrive: 
i live with him in the summers 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
s s hhhhhhhhhhhhhh 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
with him? 

Catching Rainbows scrive: 
ok 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
ya and his family 
Catching Rainbows scrive: 
your dad doesnt care 

It’s not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
he's my stepmother's brother 
Catching Rainbows scrive; 
ok 

Catching P.ainbow's scrive: 
thats kind v;ierd 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
like my half sister's uncle 
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e-atcning Kainoovvs scrive: 
ya? 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
ya 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 
he's in the army now 

It's not a daydream if you decide to make it your life., scrive: 

getting his ass kicked 

End 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at ht t p : //mail . Ivcos . c om 

End Forwarded Message 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail, 
Sign up today at http://mail.lvco5.com 


Reply ! 
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Wni^sSfM"eWta§t 

WsScome sseramurfsangelfire.corn Loq OUT i My Accouiit ! Hain 

InBox • Send Email « Ad dress Book • Folders • C heck Other Email • P otions 
Repiy I Reply Ali I Forward | Download i Delete I : Move i ■ AH headers j 
Date: Mon, 05 Aug 2002 06:03:51 +0100 

From; "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angelfira.com> Fadd to a d dress book] [add to spam block list! 
Subject: Re Your Request Today. Fwd: Sleeping Pills 
Organization: Angelfire (http;//em3!!.angelfire.nf!aadty.iycos.coin:803 
To: i-ioyeAC2@state.gov 
Reply To: sseramur@angeifire.com 




DATE: Fri, 02 Aug 2002 17:56:47 

From; "Samantha E. Seramur" < sserasiur@anaelfire.com > 

To: "Payne, Beth A" < Pavne3Agstats . aov > 

Since Maha is very suicidal, is it possible to have a medical professional 
ask the questions rather than someone that is medically unqualified, 
which may result in irreparable damage? 

This conversation details Safiah Alrehaili taking sleeping pills so she doesnt thj 


Maha Alrehaili: "I'm wasting my time..." 

Samiah Seramur: "maram.." 

July 18, 2002 
maram scrive: 
ok 

maram scrive: 
cool 

I'm wasting my time with you scrive: 

no just sleeping 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive; 

maram scrive: 
oh ok she is tired 

I'm v/asting my time with you... scrive: 
taking sleeping pills 
maram scrive: 

oh i get it a moon is sleeping 

maram scrive: 

why is she taking those 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 

she doesn't want to think 

maram scrive: 

hov; did she get them 

maram scrive: 

arent they hard to find 

I'm wasting rtiy time with you... scrive: 

never mind 
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raaram scrive: 
oh ok 

iciarara scrive: 

it is easier if you tell me soiaeting 

maram scrive: 

just a little honey 

I’m wasting my time with you... scrive: 
no 

honey 

maram scrive: 
yeah thanks 
maram scrive: 

i know you are worried about me 

I'm wasting my time v;ith you... scrive: 

when i see u 

Conversation about Maha being afraid from her dad for the rest of 
her life and catching a plane before he sees her. 

July 18, 2002 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 
can we catch the plane b4 dad sees us? 
maram scrive: 

i will not cal before i go 

maram scrive: 

yep 

maram scrive: 

it is the fastest thing in the world 

maram scrive: 

and everyone is with you 

I'm wasting my time with you... scrive: 

do we have to run all our lives afraid of him? 

maram scrive: 

nope 

maram scrive: 
it is over 


end 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http://mail.lvcos.com 

End Forwarded Message 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at http: //mail. lvcos.com 
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Vi/eicastie sser3mur@angelfire.corn 


Log OUT ! My Account | Help 


In Sox * Send E mail » Address Book « Folders • Check Other Email • Potions 
. Reply i . Repiy All i Forward j Downioad j Oeiete i : Move j ^ All headers j j2 

Date: Mon, 05 Aug 2002 06:10:07 +0100 

From; "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angelfire.coni> Fadd to address book i [add to 
spam block list] 

Subject: Re Meeting with Mr. .Andrew Hoye Today, URGENT 
Organization: Angelfire (http://emai}.angeifirs.mailcfty.!ycos.com:80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <Payne8A@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@ange!fire.corr5 


PREMIER PARTNE 

Auction for America 
Domain Names - SI 
Find a better iob 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

I met with Mr. Andrew Hoye today at approximately 1030 am. He said 
that he did not receive all of my emails to you. Could you please 
forward them on to him accordingly? I am trying to send them but 
am having some problems with local networks and I do not think it 
is wise to use the local networks. You informed me that you needed 
the documentation I had of Maha's and Faisal's conversations for 
the U.S. embassy in Malaysia, so I sent them to you from Malta. 

Could you please forward thexri on to Mr. Andrew Hoye accordingly? 
Thank you very much, 
samiah .seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http://mail.lycos.coiQ 


■ Reply 1 Reply All 1 ; Forward 1 DQvvnioad i ’ Delete i Move i At! headers ! 
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We^csms sse.-3mur@anaelfire.ccm tac OUT ! My Acccun?. i HeSp 

I nBo x « Send Email • Address Book « Foldeta • Check Other Emaii • Options 

Reply I Reply Aii | Forward j Download ! Delete j , Move ! Al! headers j Sj S F 

Date: Mon, 05 Aug 2002 06:31:59 +0100 ^ 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@3ngelfire.com> fadd to address bookl r add to spam block list! 5 

Subject: Today's Meeting at App. 1030am with ^drew Hoye 
Organization: Angelfire (http://email.angelfire.maildty.lycos.com;80) 

To: David.Kass@rnail.house.gov 
Reply To: sseramur@angeifire.com 


U.S, Embassy Malay 

I went to U.S. embassy this morning for meeting as in.structed by Ms. Beth PAyne, 

I went to window after clearing security and entering embassy and 
ga'^^’e the vdndow woman my passport. ~0h,- w'e have been expecting 
yoU/ "she said and asked me to sit down and wait. 

Mr. Andrew Hoye came into the waiting room and asked me to go with 
him to the consular section for more privacy. I entered an office 
and there was another man there that he introduced me to as a civilian 
not an embassy person, he said the man was working at the embassy 
in 1984-87??? But he said that the man will be working with us on this case. 

I sat down and Mr, Hoye informed me that the case is very sensitive 
and no one at the embassy knows about it. I told him that when 
i entered the woman at the window knew me and he said yes, she has 
been working at the embassy for 30 years and is very good and she knows. 

Then Mr. Hoye told me that he wanted to inform me of a few things 
and gave me the general info Ms. Payne wrote in her letter. Then 
he said "There is the potential for the custody dispute to expand 
here. The Malaysian government may look at it from different terms. 

Are your children Muslim?" I informed him that I do not know of 
my childrens religious orientation since I have not seen them for 
eight years and that is not something we discuss. Then I told him 
my daughter Maha says she is not but again, it is not a topic I 
address with them. MR. Hoye then said, "Your exhusband may fight 
the issue and it may get raised. There are all sorts of issues 
and we cant give you legal advice. Are you prepared to hire an 
attorney if something happens?” I asked, "Like what? What do you 
mean, for what?" He stated well, in case you get caught. r asked 
what do you mean i get caught? He said, well if your husband catches 
your children trying to escape or catches you with them. I said 
that I dorit think i need a lawyer. If my husband catches my children 
we should be able to stop him from going back to s. a. with the 
kids, and his friend asked, how? We cant do anything. I said well 
if you cant, then we can ask the fbi under the murder threat to 
please contact interpol and have them prevented from leaving the 
country based on these threats to american citizens and based on 
the fact that my children are american citizens being held against 
their will and want to come home, the other man, a civilian said 
there is no evidence cf threats against their lives. I said I had 
evidence of it in the transcripts from Maha that I sent to Ms. Payne. 

Mr. Hoye said he did not receive any of Maha's tran.scripts , I said 
I found that strange since she specifically asked me for those transcripts 
for you, to help you. Then I said that I had an FBI Case back in 
the u.s. and i sent ms. Payne that information as well and thought 
she would have notified them at the u.s. embassy too. i am afraid 
http!//be-l-niaiI,aiige[t!rp..rTia!icit...!0^bool next on disp pg—tnae&booi prcv on disp pg=tru 9/26/02 
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at cnis interner care, wiii sena cnxs pare oir nov/ ana concinue next email, sam 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages prix^'ate by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http://mail.lycQS.com 


, Reply \ Repiy All j Forward I Download ! Delete ! Move I All headers ! 


a 0 


Lveos Worldy>!|de <£• Copyri9fii2001, Lycos, Inc. Ail Rights Resef-/ed. Lycos© is a reg.stered trademsri^ of C3n-eg<s Meiion Uf'lversi! 
Abo' Ta"8 i yco^ I Help i .iocs ^ Aevertisej Business OsysloDrnsnt 

Vouf or Shis v.v-psiie cor..s?iru-ri?s eccsptsnce of the Lycos Nstwoi'k Pnyecy Poiicy end T erms & Conditions 


Mtp://bel“inaii.aiigeitire.maiicii...:0&bool next on disp_pg— true!febool_prev_on_disp_pgr^tru 9/26/02 



Angelflre 


Page 1 of 1 



Vi/sicowe sserarRur@ar?geifir6.com 


Lag OUT [ fny Account | Heip 


InBox e Send Em ail » Ad dress Bo ok » Folders • Check Other Email • Potions 
Reply i Reply Ail j Forward j Download j Delete I Move j Al! headers j [2 0 

Date: Mon, 05 Aug 2002 06:42:17 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur” <sseramur@angelfire.com> radd to address book l radd to soam 
block list] 

Subject: Hello 

Organization: Angelfire (http://email.angelfire.mai!city.lycos.com;80) 

To: Dayid.Kass@mail.house.gov 
Reply To; sseramur@angeifire.com 


PREMIER PART 

Auction for Amer 
Domain Names - 
Fi.nd a better j o b 


Part Two, 

Then the erohassy man asked me to sign privacy act statement releasing 
the info. I told them that I already signed and they said they 
need one at their embassy too. The strange man said, "I think we 
would need one here specifically to this embassy." Mr. Hoye said, 

"I agree." The strange man told me that chances are that the Malay 
gov will refuse to help us once we are at the embassy since they 
are good friends with the Saudi government. MR. Hoye said they 
need to contact the Malay Gov and I said not until it is over. 

They said they will not help us if we notify them after. I said 
well if they wont help us after it is over, what makes you think 
they will help us before? They said, well you know it is easier 
before because it is only circumstantial????? I didnt understand 
that and said, well, i better send this some american people are 
here and i am afraid, they are trying to find out the internet this 
cafe is using wheterh adsl or what.. later, sam 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http : / / mail . lvcos.com. 
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Welcome sssrarr5«r@aRgeiflre.com 


Log OUT f My Account | Help 


InSox « Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Chedc Other Email » Potions 
P^epiy I Reply Ail j Forward j Download j Delete j , Move I ; All tieaders j 
Date: Mon, 5 Aug 2002 08:16:47 -0400 

From; "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> Ladd to addr^s booki Ladd to spam block !istl 
Subject: RE: Re Meeting with Mr. Andrew Hoye Today, URGENT 
To: ‘“sseramur@angetfire.com'” <sseraraur@angelfire-CQtn> 


3 IE PREMI 

Auction 
Domair 
Fi nd 3 t 


I just sent them to Andrevj. Unfortunately, I was sending them to an old 
email address. He has them all now. Beth 

Original Message 

From: Samantha E. Seramur fmailto ; sseramurganaelfire . corn ! 

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2002 1:10 Aid 
Tp: p.ayn.e., j^e.ui A 

Subject: Re Meeting with Mr. Andrew Hoye Today, URGENT 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

I met with Mr. Andrew Hoye today at approximately 1030 am. He said that he 
did not receive all of my emails to you. Could you please forward them on 
to him accordingly? I am trying to send them but am having some problems 
with local networks and I do not think it is wise to use the local networks. 
You informed me that you needed the documentation I had of Maha's and 
Faisal's conversations for the U.S. embassy in Malaysia, so I sent them to 
you from Malta. Could you please forward them on to Mr. Andrew Hoye 
accordingly? 

Thank you very much., 
samiah seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail, 
Sign up today at ht to; //mail . Ivcos . com 


[Name;||^p 68938478-2834^ 

1 Size:[i25Z2 byte(s) | 

j TYpeI}|applicaOon/ms-tnef | 

Reply I Reply Al ! | ^.Ppr^rdJ D ownloa d | D elete j Move | , Ail headers j 3 S 
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Weicome ssersmur®jangeifire.coira 


l-C'9 OUT 1 Hy Account t HeJp 


InBox • Send Ema il • A ddress Book « Folders • Check Other Emaii » Potions 

. Reply ! . Reply AN j Forward I Download j Delete ! : Move i All headers j |2 SI premier 


Date; Mon, 05 Aug 2002 11:06:09 +0100 

From; "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angdRre.com> Fadd to address book ! [ add to spam block 
list] 

Subject: Meeting with Mr. Hoye at 345 pm Aug 4 
Organization: Angelfire (http://email.3ngelfire.maildty.lycos.com:80) 

To: "Kass, David" <David.Kass@maiLhouse.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur^angeifire.com 


Auct ion foi 
Doma in Nc 
Find a beti 


- I arrived at 345 for my meeting with Andrew Hoye instead of 3 
oclock being that T had to run around the city and find an inte'-’^et 
cafe that I could send him the emails from. After I finished sending 
him the emails, I had to delete the temporary files from the cafes 
files so that they wouldnt be public info. So that took a while 
too. Then I got back to my hotel finally, and I was very nervous 
since he told me he didnt receive any emails concerning mahas allegations 
from ms. payne. i was very upset and am really worried about things 
at this point- so, i decided i had to return as the embassy requested 
and see what they wanted, i brought the fbi information for them 
as requested to show them so they would have the case number, inr. 
hoye let me in his office. I was alone with him and he started 
asking questions about mahas allegations after i gave him the history 
of the case again- i then told him how mahas uncles sexually abused 
her every summer when they lived with her and that faisal was beaten 
and is now if very bad shape and i dont know exactly what is wrong 
with him since maha says she will tell me on the "fucking plane." 

i asked if he received that conversation and he said no, he only 
received two emails. I sent more than ten from the ones that I 
had sent to ms. payne. I informed mr. hoye that i was very surpised 
that he hadnt received everything from ms. payne and he said that 
this particular service doesnt send the emails ail the time.. and 
that sometimes he gets them in bunches.. the two emails he received 
were about a half hour apart so he said maybe the others will come 
later in a bunch. I told him that I sent an email to ms. payne 
asking her to forward to him my emails since it is not so safe for 
me to be sending out these emails from all these cafes.. I gave 
him the copies of my moms emails to me outlining the fbi case nuitiber 
and title murder for hire, he made copies. He asked me if i had 
read the list of attorneys and i said no. he asked me if i had the 
money for a long drawn out court case, i didnt respond and he asked 
again, i shrugged, he said "you mean you didnt think if what might 
happen?" He said I am trying to let you know that there is a "real 
possiblity the Malaysian government will say they will not let you 
travel on U.S. passports. It is their call," He said he will try 
with an affidavit to ask them but it will take- a long time. I asked 
v^hat for . He said to take for shariah. "You need to take steps 
if the Malaysian government says no they cant let the kids out. 

You need to start thinking if you have the funds to hire a lawyer." 

"I mean we're here to help but there are two steps. 1) is to get 
you passports 2) is to get the kids back which must involve the 
Malaysian government. Then its between you, your children and your 
http:??bel-maTrangelitre.mailcrt..';0{fcl5ooi_Efext_oiniisp_pg=true&bool_prev_on_ciisp_ng=tru 9/26/02 
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Ws5<Qm« sser3mi»r^ariseS0rfi.ccm tog OUT f Accourst j H«!p 

InBox • Se nd Em a i i « Addres s Bo ok • F odders * Check Other Ema il « Opti ons 
. Reply i Repiy Aii j ■ Forward \ Download f Delete I rWovej ^1 h^ders ! 

Date: Tm, 06 Aug 2002 04:5i:18 4-0i«> 

From: ’’Ssmantha E. Serar«ur“ <sseraTnur@angelfire.com> f add to address book ! f add to spam block list ! 
Subjecl: Meeting Today with Amb. FoBowed by Andrew Hoye 
Organization: Anggifire (http;//email.angdfire.fnalJdtyJycos-i»m:80) 

To: David. Kass@mall, house.gov 
ReplyTo: sseramur@angelffre.com 


Today 1015 irieeting with Amb and her first assistant and Hr. Hoye. 

.Arb, very receptive and infonned me that they will dc everything 
possible to assist. She w'as very positive and demonstrated a truly 
caring and informative nature for any Americans overseas. It was 
a good meet.ing. Yet following the meeting^ Mr. noy.- asked me. to 
step into his office again where he started to harrass me telling 
me that I bettter think it through again and that it will most likely 
be a very long drawn out process (5 times) and that I should get 
a lawyer (4 times). He became very angry with me fo.r caking notes, 

I will continue with exact notes after my meeting, IT was a horrible 
confrontation that lasted about 30 more minutes of his telling me 
) to get an attorney and that the Malaysian government Shariah law 
will hand the children back to their father and that is a very possible scenario. 


Is your boss reading your emaii? Probably 

Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
.9ign up today at ht tp; //.mail. Ivcos .com 
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Welcome pssramur^angelfire.som Log OUT i My Account j Help 

InBox • Send Ema il ® Address Book • Folders • Check Other Ema il • Options 

Reply ! Reply All j Forward | Download i Delete j Move I ; All headers j [2 13 

Date; Fri, 9 Aug 2002 10:30:50 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@st3te.gov> Fadd to addre s s book! Fadd to spam block list ! 

Subject: Welcome Home to You and Maha 

To: "Samantha E. Seramur’" <sseramur@ang^nre.corn> 


PREMIE 

Auction f 
Domain i 
Find a be 


Dear Ms- Seramur; 

I was thrilled to hear that you and Maha successfully departed Kuala Lumpur 
for Florida on Thursday. I can only imagine hov.' happy you are to be 
reunited with Maha after so many years apart. 

I'm .sure your joy .at bsiug with Maha is .b.fttersweet .since you are .still 
separated from Faisal and Safia. I would very much like to speak with you 
upon your return to Florida to talk about how the U.S. government can best 
protect Faisal and Safia once they return to Jeddah. We have had success 
recently in obtaining welfare and whereabouts visits with American children 
and would be very happy to try again to visit with Faisal to verify his 
well-being. 

Also, we have ongoing discussions with Saudi government officials regarding 
adult American women who wish to depart the Kingdom without permission from 
their fathers or husbands. We have asked that these adult women be 
permitted to leave the Kingdom. If you would like us to request a meeting 
with Safia to discuss her wishes, we would be happy to do so- 

Again, I am pleas-ed to share you joy at having Maha back in your life. We 
are prepared to do everything within our power to ensure the well-being of 
Faisal and Safia, and hopefully to bring them back to you as well. 

Please call me at 202-312-9695 or email me at payneba@state.gov at your 
earliest convenience. 


Beth A. Payne 

Office of Children's Issues 
Consular Affairs 
U.S. Department of State 
Tel: 202-312-9695 
Fax: 202-312-9743 


Reply i Reply -All i Forward ! Download j Delete j Move ! .All headers j 
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Wefcome seeramur^angelfire.com 


Log OUT I My Account | Help 


InBox • Send Email • Address Book • Foidei^ • Check Other Email • Options 
. Reply j Reply AH j Forward j ; Download t Delete i - Move ) All headers 1 Q| |S 

Date; Sun, 11 Aug 2002 20:31:31 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <«eramur@angelfire.com> F add to address book i fadd to scam block 
list] 

Subject: Re; Welcome Home to You and Maha 
Organization: Angelfire (http://email.anQe}fire,maildty.lycos.com:80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A” <PayneBA@^ate. 90 v> 

Reply To: sseramur@angdfire.com 


PREMIER F 

Auction for t 
Domain Nan 
Find a bette 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

Thank you very much for your welcome home note, h’ve beer, resting 
in California for two days getting ready for the final lag of our 
trip, we travel tonight to Florida to be reunited with my family 
there. Maha is just lovely and I am so very proud of her and she 
is adjusting so well. As far as Faisal is concerned, we are really 
afraid of what may be happening with him. Maha and I have spent 
two days talking and things are not well with him at all. From 
what Maha said, he is tied up, beaten, locked up and more. I would 
greatly appreciate it if there is some way we could address this. 

He does want to come home very badly but is very afraid at this time. 
Please let me know what we can do at this time regarding his situation. 
Thank you again for your kind welcome and I look forward to talking 
with you soon. Very Best Regards, Sam Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? Probably 

Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http://mail.lvcos.cc m 


Reply 1 ' Reply All i . Forward 1 i Download I - Delete 1 Mov e I AH headers j 


1 1 


» Lycos Worldwide Copyright 2001, Lycos, Inc. AH Rights Ress/ved. Lycos'D <s a ragisJsreci iiadeinsrk of Carnegie Meliori Ui'iiversit 
Aboyt Terra Lyccs j hsip j Jobs j Acf/eilise j Basmess Oevelopmsnt 

Your use of this vvfi&site constitutes soceplartce of &>e Lycos Policy and Terms & Conditions 


http://bel-mail.aageltire.mailcit...;l&booi_next_on_disp_pgrtrue&,bool_prev_on_disp_pg=tru y/26/02 



1185 


Angelfire 


Page 1 of 2 



Welcome *iseramiir!^an9efftre.com 


Log OUT j My Account i Help 


InBox • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Options 
Reply i ■ Reply All I Forward I Download I Delete i Move ! ■ AH headers I 
Date: Mon, 12 Aug 2002 08:04:47 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> Fadd to address book! Fadd to spam block list ! 
Subject: RE: Welcome Home to You and Maha 

To: '‘'sseramur@angelfire-CQm"' <sseramur@angelRre.cQm> 


[H PREMI 

Auction 
Domair 
Rnd a I 


Nice to hear from you. Please call me at 202-312-9695 when you have time so 
we can talk about how best to assist Faisal. Or, you can send me your phone 
number and I'll call you, so you don't have the phone charges. Again, 
welcome home! Beth 

Original Message 

F.rpm: S.amantha E. Serainur (mail to; sseramurvganaeiiire .com ] 

Sent: Sunday, August 11, 2002 3:32 PM 
To: Payne, Beth A 

Subject: Re: Welcome Home to You and Maha 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

Thank you very much for your welcome home note. We have been resting in 
California for two days getting ready for the final lag of our trip. We 
travel tonight to Florida to be reunited with my family there. Maha is just 
lovely and I am so very proud of her and she is adjusting so well. As far 
as Faisal is concerned, we are really afraid of what may be happening with 
him. Maha and I have spent two days talking and things are not well with 
him at all. From what Maha said, he is tied up, beaten, locked up and more. 
I would greatly appreciate it if there is some way we could address this. 

He does want to come home very badly but is very afraid at this time. 

Please let me know what we can do at this time regarding his situation. 

Thank you again for your kind welcome and I look forward to talking with you 
soon. Very Best Regards, Sam Seramur 


Is youir boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http: //mail . Ivcos .com 


lNam^|tmp_65324377.27983| 

I sl2<^[2777 Me(s) \ 

[ Type;|[^ptication/ms~tnef | 

Reply I Reply All j Forward | Download j Delete 1 Move I All headers j [2 S 


« Lycos Worldwide -S CopyrigW 2001, Lycos. Inc Ail .N:'Chrs Ressa^ed. Lycos® Is a ragislsre-J Tracsmsrk of CarnsgiS Mslion Un;ve-5!l 

http;//t)e 1 -maii. angeilire. mailci. . . : 1 6&boo{_next_on_<iisp_pg=tnie&;bool_prev_on_ciisp_pg=tru 9/26/02 



1186 


Angel fire 


Page 1 of I 



Welcome sseramuri>3ngelfire,«>m 


tog OUT I My Account | HeJp 


In Box • Send Email • Address Book * Foldere • Chedc Other Email • Options 
. Reply j . Reply Ail j Forward I Download j Delete i Mpvel . AH headers ! IS 


Dates Mon, 12 Aug 2002 21:02:28 l-OlOO 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angeJflre.coffl> fadd to address book! f add to s p am 
block list] 

Subject: RE: Welcome Home to You and Maha 


Organization: 

To; 
Reply To; 


Angelfire (http://em3il.angelRre.mailcity.lycos.com:80) 
"Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> 
5seramur@angeffire.com 


PREMIER PA 

Audion for Ar 
Domain Name 
Find a better 


Dear Beth, 

Beautiful Maha anci I just arrived at my brothers house in Deerfield. 

ThanJc you so much for your kind words. We are really enjoying 
our exploratory days and getting to know one another again. It 
is as if we were never apart. Maha says thank you for all of your 
efforts on her behalf and hopes to meet with you one day. My brother''s 
telephone nuinber is 954-531-0799. Thank you Beth! Sam 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at httn: //mail . Ivcos .com 
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SI 1 


>* lycos Woridwide <?iCopyrs9hl2001, Lyocs, !no. Ail Rights Rsservsd. Lycos® is a registefsa trademark of Carnegie Weiion Univsrsit 
About Terra Lycos j Hsipj Jobs ( Adwerti6B| Birsiness Dev'*aOpmsnt 

Yotjr use of this v^bsito constitutes accqjtsnce of the Lycos f-k^^’ork Pmoey PpMcy and Terms & Conditiqiis 


http:;7bel-mail.angeltire.mailcit...:l&bool_next_on_clisp_pg=true&booljirev_oti_disp_jpg=tru y/26/02 



Welcome sseramungJangelfire.com 


Log OUT f My Account | Help 


InBox • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Potions 
Reply j Reply Ail | Forward I : Download j : Delete I Move! ^ All headers I 
Date; Tue, 13 Aug 2002 13:53:35 +0200 

From; "Mariz, John C <MarizK@state.gov> r add to adifress bookl radd to soam block list! 
Subject: passports 

To: "’sseraraur@an9elRre.com"' <sseraraur.@angelRre-Com> 

Cc: "Payne, Beth A(CA/0CS/CI)“ <PayneBA@state.gov> 


3 ffl raEMi 

Auction 
Domair 
Find 8 1 


Sam; I am thrilled to learn of your successful reunification with Maha. The 
expired passports have finally arrived from Jeddah. Please let me know the 
forwarding address. All the best to you and Maha. Regards. 
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WeKoTOe ssaramur#angelfire.com 


Log OUT I My Account i HeJp 


In Box • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Potions 

Reply 1 : Reply All I . Forward j Download j Delete 1 ; Move] i AH headers i 13 premz 

Date: Tue, 13 Aug 2002 17:36:22 -0400 Auaion 

From: ’'Payne, Beth A" <f^yneBA@state.gov> lacfel to address faooki Fadd to soam block llst l 

Fir^ a i 

Subject: Counseling for Maha 

To: ■"SSERAMUR@AN.GELFIF!.E.CO,M"‘ <SSERAMUR@AN.GElJTRE,COM.> 


The Children’s Services Administration in Ft. Lauderdale^ FL can provide 
counseling for Maha. They specialize in sexual abuse cases, but can also 
provide counseling on physical abuse. They provide free counseling 
sessions, both for group and Individual sessions. Please call them at 
954-765-4159 to arrange for counseling sessions for Maha. 

J^lpp., ^ fprgpf tp .mention in o.ur opnv^rs.a.tipn that we receivg.d .some 
inguiries from 60 Minutes about your case. We are not permitted by the 
Privacy Act to discuss the details of your case with any members of the 
press. If you would like us to speak with 60 Minutes, or any other members 
of the presS/ please include this in the message you plan to send me 
updating your Privacy Act Waiver. 

Again, it was great talking to you and to Maha — you have a lovely 
daughter! Always feel free to call me at 202-312-9695 if you’d like to talk 
about anything. Beth 

Beth A. Payne 

Office of Children’s Issues 
Consular Affairs 
U.S. Department of State 
Tel: 202-312-9695 
Fax: 202-312-9743 
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Weicome ss8ramur@angelfire.com 


tog OUT ! My Account j Help 


In Box * Send Email • Address Book • roldere • Check Other Email • Options 

Reply j Reply Ail [ Forward | Download i Delete i Move! : All headers ! §] S premier PAP 


Date: Tue, 13 Aug 2002 23:08:05 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@angdfire.com> fadd to address book ! f add to spam 
block list] 

Subject; Referral 

Organization: Angelflre (http://email.angelf]re.maiicity.lycos.com:80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelfire.com 


Auction ibr Ami 
Domain Names 
Find a better ic 


— Dear Ms. Payne, 

Thank you very "uch f^r your telephone conversation today. I look 
forward to receiving any referral you may be able to provide regarding 
counseling. It is very important at this time and I thank you for 
your understanding and assistance. 

Very Best Regards, 

Sam Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? -...Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http://inail.lycos.com 
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Welcome sseramur@i3ngelfire.com 


i,og OUT I My Account S Help 


In Box • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Ottier Email • Options 
: Reply j Reply Ai> i Forward j Download i Delete! Move] ■ All headers i !2 IB 


Date: Tue, 13 Aug 2002 23:10:20 +0100 

From; "Samantha E. Sa-amur'* <5seramur@aig^re.<»m> radd to address book! radd to 
spam bh3ck fist] 

Subject: Privacy Act 

Organization: Angelfire (http://emai!.angelfire.maildty.lycos.com:80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <Payne8Ai9state.gov> 
fleiriy To: sseramur^ang^fire.com 


PREMIER PARTNERS 

Auction for Americ a 
Domain Names - S19.9 
Find a better job 


Dear Ms. Payne: 

I grant my permission to talk to Congress about my case regarciina 
my American children Faisal and Safiah. 

Very Best Regards, 

Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? Probably 

Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail, 
Sign up today at http;//mail.Ivcos.coro 
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We>com« sserBmui'^angeifire.com 


Log OUT j My Account | Help 


IpBox • Send Emaii • Address Boqk • Folders * Check Other Email • O ptions 
• Reply 1 ■ Reply AH 1 : Forward j Download ! Del^el Mo>^ I : Ali headers I Qf SI 

Date; Wed, 14 Aug 2002 i'9:i4;l6 +0100 

From: ’'Samantha E. Seramur'* <sseramur@ar^8t&e.eom> f add to address boo kl radd to 
spam block list] 

Subject: Privacy Act 

Organization; Angetflre (http://email.angemre.mallcity,lycos.cofn;80) 

Tot "Payne, Beth A* <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@ange!fire.com 


PREMIER PARTSE 

Au ction for America 
Domain Wames - S i 
Find 3 better fob 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

I tvent to the Deerfielci Beach Police Department dovm the road from 
my brother’s house today and the detective told me over the window 
that there is nothing they can do for us. He stated that we should 
call them if anything happens. Is there anyway we can ask the FBI 
for assistance to change our names or to take other mea.sures? I 
am not very comfortable with the local police response and we do 
desparately need to change names. 

Very Best Regards/ 

Sara Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? Probably 

Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at httD;//mail. Ivcos.corci 
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Welcome sseramuri^angelfire.com 


Log OUT \ My Account S Help 


InBox • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Qt^er Email • Options 

Reply j : Reply Ail j Forward 1 Download j Delete j ! Move 1 1 All headers 1 jj] S premi 

Date; Thu, 15 Aug 2002 07:46:36 -0400 Auction 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA©state,Qov> f aid to address ixwfe l fadd to spam block lis t! RfiOliiC 

F ind a t 

Subject: RE: Privacy Act 

To,: "'sseramur@angetfire.com‘“ ■<sseramur@angelfire.cpm,> 


Thanks for the permission. Does this laean you do not grant permission to 
speak with the Saudi government about Faisal? If not, please clarify that 
we do have permission to speak with the Saudi government in our efforts to 
protect Faisal. Thanks! 

I'm sorry you did not receive a good response from the local police. Try 
th^ 5^1 ^'ield 0ffi,c*5 .Miami - 305-.944--31C1 or the FCI Field, office in 

Jacksonville — tel: 904-721-1211, Also, there is a Missing Children 
Clearinghouse that might be able to provide assistance. Their number is 
1-888-356-4774. I've also sent an email tc a contact who may be able to 
provide additional resources, particularly on changing one's name. 

Jeddah is going to follow-up next week with our request to try to visit with 
■Faisal. I'll keep you posted. Beth 

Original Message 

From; Samantha E. Seramur fmailto; sseramur@anaelf ire .com l 
Sent: Tuesday, August 13, 2002 6:11 PM 
To: Payne, Beth A 
Subject: Privacy Act 


Dear Ms. Payne: 

I grant my permission to talk to Congress about my case regarding my 
American children Faisal and Safiah. 

Very Best Regards, 

Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? . . . .Probsibly 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http: //mail . lvcos.com 


}Nafne:|[tmp 49282700. 26304{ 

I Size:||2648 byte(s) I 

} Type:|[app>ication/ms-tnef \ 

: Repiy I : Reply Ail 1 Forward i ■ Download j . Delete ! ;Movel : Al( headers j [2 IS 


http;//bel"mail.angettire.maiici...:16<febool__next_on_cl!sp_pg=true&bool__prev_on_clisp_pg=!ru W26/02 



1193 


Angelfire 


Page 1 of 2 


Welcome sseramur(aangelfire-coiri Log OUT | My Account 1 Help 

InBox • Send Emaii • Address Book • R>ldets • Ch^k Other Email • Options 

: Reply j : Reply All | i Forward j Downii^ j Delete j . Movei M headers I ^ premi 

Date: Thu, 15 Aug 2002 08:28:49 -0400 Auct ion 

From: "F^yne, Beth A" <Payne8A@state.gov> fadd to address book1 fadd to spatn btock list ! Bomau: 

^ . . EiQc}^ 

Subjeefc: RE: Additional 

To: '‘'ss6ramur@angalfire,CQtifi"' <sseramur@angelfire,coco> 


I’vG sent your request to our Mission in Saudi Arabia to get their thoughts 
— I think its a good suggestion- Beth 

Original Message 

From: Samantha E- Seramur f mal I to i s seramur Qanael fire. com 1 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2002 8:27 AM 
Tp^ P.ay.o^!., B*5th A 
Subj ect ; Additional 


Dear Beth, 

Do you think it would be possible to Couch on the abuse Maha suffered and 
how she is safe and happy with her mother now in an effort to sort of let 
them know that people are aware and have documented abuse that, according to 
their religion and laws, would demand she be removed from her father anyway. 
It may help if the Saudi government knew of the horrible conditions so that 
they dont press or assist her father to have her returned. It may also help 
in negotiating for Faisal’s safe return to America. 

Maha thinks that her father wrote articles in the local Arab papers about us 
previously in an effort to get funds from the Saudi government to help him 
to get the children back- She said that he wrote Chat about 30,000 to get 
money for his attorneys, private detectives etc. 

Thank you so very much Beth! I will contact the FBI today. Have a great 
day and please let me know what else you need. Sam Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http : //mail .Ivcos.cc^ 
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Welcome sseramur^angeifirs.ojm 


l.pg OUT { Hy Account | Help 


InBox • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Potions 

Reply I : Reply All | Forward i : Download I Delete i Move! All headers I 12 S premi 

Dale: Hiu, 15 Aug 2002 11:29:30 -0400 Auction 

From: “Payne, A" <PayneBA@state.gov> f add to adifreg bewk l fadd to spam Mack fist l BsiMlr 

Find a t 

Sub|ect: FW; Changing names 

To: '"sseramurigiangelfire.com'" <ss.aramur@ang^fire,com> 


I encourage you to call Ms. Ulhman. She is an excellent resource and can 
help you with things like changing your name and preventing an abduction. 
Beth 


Original Message 

From: L^Hani0a o l . com fmailto: UmHaniQaol.com 1 
St*n,t,: Ihur.ssiay, Aug.ust 15, 2002 11:29 .^4 
To : PaynsBASstate . gov 
Subject; Re: Changing names 


Howdy Beth - 

No problem about giving my name - and having changed my name the minute I 
got out of Saudi/ I know what she can expect. 

Know that she will not be able to change her childrens* name (without the 
father's permission) . There have been a few women who have been able to 
change their social security number, but with mixed effort and results - the 
SS io important in terms of tracking the person. 

She CANNOT prohibit the dad access to the kids, but she can put into place 
protective measures. — over the next 6 months it will be very important what 
she does and how she does it and what jurisdiction she is in. 

Anyway, give her my phone: (520) 219-0840 

Kristine 
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Welcome sseranmrtaangeir^.eom 1 ,oq OUT i My AccouRt | Hetjs 

InBox * Send Em ail • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • O ptions 

Re ply j Reply Ail I Forward j Download [ Delete] ’ Move] - All headers i {3 [S premier PARTNE 

Date: Tliu, 15 Aug 2002 13:20:40 +0100 Auction for America 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur” <sseraniur@ang^re.com> fadd to address bookl Fadd to Domain Na Qi^i_$_l 

spam block fist] Find a bette r..jg& 

Subject: Privacy Act 

Organization: Angelfire (http://emaii.ange!fire.maildty.lycos.com!80) 

To; "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.^v> 

Reply To: 3seramur@angeifire.<»m 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

I hereby grant permission for the DOS to discuss my case concerning 
my children Faisal, Saflah, and Maha with the Saudi goverrinent. 

Best Regards, 

Samiah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at h t to : //mail ♦ 1 vco s . com 
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Welcome sseramsjr^angejfjre.<»m tog OUT | My Account ) Help 

InBox • Send Email • Address Book • Folders • Check Oa^er Email • Options 
Reply { : Reply All 1 Forward I Download i . D^te i Movei ; Alf headers i 
Dale; TTju, 15 Aug 2002 13:52:58 +0100 

From: "Samantha E. Seramur" <sseramur@ang^fire.com> fadd to address faookl ladd to spam block lis t! 
Subject: Privacy Act 2 

Organization; Angelfire (http'.//email.angeirire.matlciy.1ycos.com;80) 

To: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> 

Reply To: sseramur@angelflre.com 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

Please allow Ms. Janice Tomlin to ■^eq’iest and receive information 

from DOS on the case concerning my children Safiah, Faisal and Maha Mrehaili accc 

Thank you and very best regards, 

Sami ah Seramur 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 

Sign up today at h tto: //mall. Ivcos. com 
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Welcome sseramurfiuangeJfire.oJm 


Log OUT i My Account j HeJp 


InBox • Send Email • Address Book • Foiders • Check Other Emaii • Potions 

! -Reply ! Reply Ail j Forward j : Download j Delete j Move I At! headere i 0 preniER 


Date: Mon, 19 Aug 2002 09:54:44 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <Paync8A@state.gov> f add to address bookl f add to spam block list l 
Subject: Maha's Father's Phone Number 

To: '”SSERAMUR@ANGELF1RE C0M'" <SSEIUMUR@ANGELmE.COM> 


Auction fo> 
Dofnain N; 
Find a bet! 


Will you please ask Maha for “her father’s cellphone number and their house 
number? We want to make sure we have the current phone numbers so we can 
request a meeting with Faisal. Thanks. Beth 

Beth A. Payne 

Office of Children’s Issues 
Cp.nsular Affairs 
U-S. Department of State 
Tel: 202-312-9695 
Fax: 202-312-9743 
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Welcome sseramui gjangeifire.cow 


Log OUT i Hy Account 1 Help 


In Box • Send Emaii • Address Book • Folders • Check Other Email • Options 
^ Reply I Reply Ail I Forward j Download I Delete j Move! All headers I 
Date; Mon. 19 Aug 2002 10:48:22 -0400 

From: "Payne, Seth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> F add &> address hoolfl fadd to soam block iist i 
Subject: RE: Maha’s Father's Phone Number 

To: "’sseraniur^angelnre-com"' <ssaramur@angelflre.{»m> 


S IS PREMX 

Aa<a2£? 

Domair 
Find a t 


Thanks, I'll keep you posted on our efforts to see Faisal and Safiah. 
Original Message 

From; Samantha E. Seramur riaaiIto: sseramur9anael fire. com 1 
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2002 10:47 AM 
To: Payne, Beth A 

Supjec.t.: .wan.a'.tf .Fatner-.s jr-upne h.umb^j.r 


Dear Ms. Payne, 

Maha's dad's cellphone number is 055603560 and the home number- is 6836728 or 
2341620 (beach house number). We have not heard anything yet. Thank you 
very much. Maha passed her drivers course? 

Very Best Regards, 

Sam and Maha 


Is your boss reading your email? -...Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http; //mail . lvcos.com 
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Date: Wed, 21 Aug 2002 08:12:29 -0400 Auction f 

From: “Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> fadd to ackfress book! [add to s oatn block list] OsmMLi 

Fin d a be 

Subject: Wvacy Ad: Waiver for lanice Tomliri 

To: ‘"SSERAM.UR@AMGElJIRE..COM’‘ <SSERAMUR@AKGELFI^.a3H> 


Good morning. I received your fax. Will you send it to me again with your 
signature. It seems that it's the signature that we need to make it 
official. Sorry for the inconvenience I Have you heard yet from Faisal or 
Safiah? Beth 


Beth A. Payne 

Office of Children's Issues 
Consular Affairs 
U.S. Department of State 
Tel; 202-312-9695 
Fax: 202-312-0743 
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From: "Payne, Beth A” <Payne8A@st3te.gov> ladd to adcfress book! f add to soam block llst l 
Subject: RE: Email 

To: "•sseramur@angelfire.com’" <sseratnur@angelflre.coi\\> 

Cc: "'samseramur@hotroailxom"' <samseramuF@hotmall.com> 
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No problem — that is very easy to do. Beth 
Original Message 

From: Samantha E. Seramur froailto: sseraraur@anqelfice.com ] 
Sent; Wednesday, August 21, 2002 3:40 PM 
To: Payne, Beth A 
Subject: Email 


Dear Beth, 

Could you please copy my other email any correspondence in case ray angelfire 
goes bad. It will be down for servicing they wrote for almost a week. My 
other email address is samseramurghotmal 1 .com . 

Thank you and I am sorry for the inconvenience. 

Sam 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http://raail.lvcos.com 
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Bate; Wedj 2i Aug 2002 20t40;14 +0100 fo f Aitteric 

From: "Samantha E. Seramor" <s^ramu;^angaSke.com> fadd to addres s ijookl fadd to soa m SanJ.$lllJISlD^-_i 
block list] ■' eoda jQfe 

Subject: EmaU 

Organization: Angelfire (http;//em3U.angelfire.mallcity.lycos.c{wn:80) 

To; "Pavne, Beth A” <PayneBA@^ate.gov> 

Reply To: ssecamur@anQeWre.cam 


Dear Beth, 

Could you please copy my other email any correspondence in case 
my angelfire goes bad. It will be down for servicing they wrote 
for almost a week. My other email address is samseramurghotmail . com . 
Thank you and I am sorry for the inconvenience. 

Sam 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your TOeee-ageo private by using Lycos Mall. 
Sign up today at ht to; //mail. I vcos.com 
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Date: Mon, 26 Aug 2002 09:34:20 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PaytveBA@state.gQv> r add to address btxikl Fadd to soam block >ist l 
Subject: Consular Visit With Faisal and Safi^ 

To; "'SSERAMUR@ANGELFKE.COM‘" <SSeRAMURe»ANGEU=lRECOM>, 
"'SAMSERAMUR@HOTMAJL.COM''' <SAMSERAMUR@HOTMAIL.COM> 
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I just wanted to let you know that a consular officer spoke with Mubarak 
Al-Rehaili to request a welfare and whereabouts visit with Faisai and 
Safiah. Mr. Al-Rehaili said he was concerned about Maha's welfare and 
disconcerted that neither you nor the Department of State contacted him to 
cohfitm that .Maha was safe and sound in the IJnited States. The consular 
officer: explained the role the Department played in safeguarding Maha’s 
well-being and the basis for that support under the Vienna Convention. 

The con.sular officer recommended that Maha phone her father and tell him 
directly her desire to remain in the United States. Hopefully, this will 
put to rest Mr. Al'-Rehaili ’s concerns for Maha'^s well^-being and would 
encourage him to let us see Faisai and Safiah. 

Let me know what you think about thisr and if Maha does speak with her 
father, I’m very interested to knew how the conversation goes. 

Thanks. Beth 

Beth A. Payne 

Office of Children’s Issues 
Consular Affairs 
U..S. Department, of. State 
Tel: 202-312-9695 
Fax: 202-312-9743 
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Date: Mon, 26 Aug 2002 12:09:55 -0400 

From: “Payne, Beni A“ <PayneSA(Ssi:a£e.gov‘> i add to address book i jadd to s oarn biock fisci 
Sublect: Rc: Cotisuiar visit With Faisat and Safiah 

To: '■ 'ssera.mur@angelfire-cotti“' <sseramur@ange|fire..^in> 
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Thanks. I appreciate your concerns and will pass them on to the Consulate 
in Jeddah. We vrili inform Mr. Al-Rehaili that if he permits our visit with 
t'aisal, then you (not Mahaj will speak with him. iseth 

Original Mossayo 

From: Samantha F. Ceraiaur fmai Itoi aae-j- i re . co ml 
fser.t: Monday, August 26, 2002 12:02 IM. 

To: Payne, Beth A 

Subject: Ro; Consular Visit With Faisal arid Safiah 


Dear Beth, 

I have a peruianent restrainment order and sole custody of uiy children. That 
means tiiat iiiy eii-husband is not allowed to even speak to my children. He 
talked me into allowing a visit once and it ended up with them being held 
against their will for eight years- I v;a3 not permitted to see them for 
eight years. 

Maha has been through so much abuse. To have her speak with her father 
might throw her over the edge. She is afraid that he is going to have her 
killed, i fear that Maha’s father will send one of her uncles that sexually 
abused her to either kill her or kidnap her at this point. Toiy contact is 
very danyciOUs. That la why I liovcr rnformc-d Lho fathor that wo woi'o fine. 
We needed a few days to get to safety and even now we are not safe. Her 
iincLes are and. i fear that thev mav come over on tcurxst visas to try 

and kidnap her. Safiah noted in earlier correspondence that Maha's step 
brother Aibdullah Al-Rchaili caiiic to Lho U.S. and I saw him oiicc but didiiL 
recognize him for sure and that he would come to the U.S. and kill Maha if 
she ran away. 

Mubarak Al-P.ehaili knew that we were together but not where we were since 
Maha contacted a friend of her sisters and her other friends and told them 
to let safiah and caisal know that we are fine. i am sure Safiah informed 
her rather. 


My eldest daughter Safiah does not ask to come home anymore. S.he believes 
Americans are wild dirty infidels. Safiah v/arned her dad that Maha was 


talking with me and the possibility or our plans to meet and run in 
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My son Faisal is being tied up, beaten, and locked in his 
All food in their house is counted, including the cans of 
not eat at home but. at a neighbors and runs in the street 



room at times. 
Tuna, Faisal does 
from morning till 


Please, could you kindly inform the father that if DOS be allowed to meet 
with Faisal, I will talk to the father. 

Thank you so much Ms. Payne- I look forward to your reply- 
Veiy Best Regards, 

Sant 


Is your boss reading your email? ..Probably 
Keep your messages pr.ivate by using Lycos Mail. 
S'ign up today at http; ,/ / mail. Ivcos . con i 
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Date; Mon, 26 Aug 2002 12:14:21 -0400 

From: "Payne, Beth A" <PayneBA@state.gov> fadd to address booki radd to spam block llst l 
Subject: RE: Consular Visit 'With Faisal and Safiah 

To: "■sseramur@angelfire.com''' <ss6raraur@dngelRre.cQfn> 
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I passed your message on to the Consulate. Unfortunately, Faisal’s father 
can refuse a consular visit. However, only you can judge whether having 
Maha speak to her father would be detrimental to Maha and I respect this 
decision. We'll go back to the Faisal’s father with your suggestion that 
you'll call him after a consular visit with Faisal takes place — if this 
doesn't work, we can try another tactic. I'll keep you posted. Beth 

Original Message 

From: Samantha E. Seramur fmailto: sseramur9anqelf ire. com l 
Sent: Monday, August 26, 2002 11:45 AM 
To: Payne, Beth A 

Subject: Re; Consular Visit With Faisal and Safiah 


Dear Beth, 

I have a permanent restrainment order and sole custody of my children. That 
means that my ex-husband is not allowed to even speak to my children. He 
talked me into allowing a visit once and it ended up with them being held 
against their will for eight years. I was also not allowed to visit or see 
them for eight years. Maha has been through so much abuse and I am having 
serious difficulty in getting her to counseling. But at least she has 
opened up with me enough to detail some of the horrible abuse my children 
have endured. My eldest daughter Safiah does not ask to come home anymore. 
She believes Americans are wild dirty infidels. My son Faisal is being tied 
up, beaten, and locked in his room at times. All food in their house is 
counted, including the cans of Tuna. Faisal does not eat at home but at a 
neighbors. His mental state is questionable since his immaturity is not 
reflective of his age. 

I do not think considering the above conditions that Maha should tslk with 
her dad? What do you think? I could contact him and let him know but he 
has refused to talk with me for eight years. 

Safiah has not stated that she wants to come home now. Faisal clearly has. 
Thank you so much Ms. Payne. I look forward to your reply. Sam 


Is your boss reading your email? ....Probably 
Keep your messages private by using Lycos Mail. 
Sign up today at http: //mail. lycos.com 
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Date: Mon, 16 Sep 2002 16:28:56 -0400 Auction 

From: "Payne, Beth A” <PayneBA@state.gov> fadd to addre^ book! r add to spam block Hs tl pnd^a'l 

Subje^: W/W visit with Faisal and Safiah 

Te; "’SSERAMUR@A6K3ELFWE.COM”’ <SSERAMUR@ASGtU=IRE.COM>, 

"'SAMSERAMUR@HOTMAIL.COM'" <SAMSERAMUR@HOTMAIL.COM> 


Below is a report on attempts to meet with Faisai and Safiah- Mr. 
Al-Rehaili will not permit a meeting. He would like to speak with Maha, or 
have a similar report on her well-being — then, he may permit a meeting 
with Faisal and Safiah. Please call me at 202-312-9695 to discuss what you 
and .Maha would like to do and how I can .help.. Beth 


September 16, 2002 


' By E-Mail: SSERAMURgANGELFIRE . COM ; SAMSERAMUR^HOTMAIL . COM 
Dear Ms, Seramur: 

I am writing to update you on recent activity in your case and the actions 
that have been taken to help you resolve it. We have spoken of these 
actions, but I hope the summary provided will be helpful to you. 

A consular officer met with Mubarak Al-Rehaili on August 28. Mr. Al-Rehaili 
refused to permit a visit with Faisal or Safiah, given his inability to 
communicate with Maha and the publicity surrounding the case. 

According to Mr. Al-Rehaili, Faisal and Safiah are doing well. He feels 
they are where they choose to be, otherwise they would be in the US with 
Maha. He said that he knows the State Department is aware of allegations 
made that .he wo.ul.d kill .his children. He .assured the consular o.fficer that 
he would not. Mr. Al-Rehaili said his primary concern is educating his 
children. What they choose to do in their adult lives is up to them. Maha 
is at the top of her class, and he is concerned that transferring schools 
may cause her to repeat. He added that he wished Maha had waited and 
finished high school in Jeddah. He noted that Safiah is studying pre-med at 
a university in Jeddah, and her goal is to be a pediatrician. 

Mr. AI-Rehalli said his home is comfortable. Maha, in particular, had a TV, 
computer, stereo, and her own key to her room. It was painted and decorated 
just as she wanted. He offered that he knew Maha used the internet at 
night, and did not forbid her to do so. She was allowed to visit with 
friends at their homes. He stated he never changed his telephone number or 
his residence. Consequently, he says, the children were always within 
contact of their mother. 

Mr. Al-Rehaili told the consular officer that he has seen emails sent by 
Maha to her girlfriend.s in Jeddah. The girls' parents showed him the 
e-rn.ails because they were offended by their contents. He Indicated that he 
http;//bel-ma!!.angeitire.maiicit...:U&bool_nextJ^on_<lisp_pg=true&bool_prev on._ciispj>g=tru W26/U2 
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would appreciate that such exchanges among the girls not involve subject 
mapters considered o-ffensive -to Saudi parents, such as wearing bikinis on 
public beaches, attending acting school, having boj'friends, and Maha's being 
allowed to have boyfriends in her room- 

Mr. Al-Rehaili would like to have contact with Maha. He said that if the 
State Department is unable to assist him in ascertaining the welfare and 
whereabouts of Maha, he plans to contact the Saudi Embassy in Washington in 
the hopes that they can provide assistance. He said he would be pleased, 
however, to meet with a consular officer to discuss his case whenever 
requested. 

I would be very happy to facilitate communication between Maha and her 
father. This may encourage Mr. Al-Rehaili to permit a visit with Faisal. 

If you and Maha would like me to pass along correspondence to Mr. 

Al~Rehaili, please call me at 202-312-9695 or email me at pavneba@state .gov . 

Sincerely, 


Beth A. Payne 
Beth A. Payne 

Office of Children's Issues 
Consular Affairs 
U.S. Department of State 
Tel: 202-312-9695 
Fax; 202-312-9743 
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12-11-93 

Mr. Jim Schuler 
US Dept, of State 
CA-OCS-CCS 

Washington, DC 20520-4817 
RE: Seramur, Samiah M. 

Dear Mr. Schuler: 

Please find enclosed, for your information, the most recent order 
sent to Saudi Airlines ordering them to garnish my ex-husband, 
Hubaiak Huiuaid AlRehaili's salary. So iar, the airlines has 
failed to abide by the order and my attorney is subsequently 
preparing a suit against Saudia airlines in New York. The 
children are doing well and I am completing my masters in 
political science this next semester. 

Sincerely, 



Samiah Seramur 
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CONSULATE GENERAL OF THE 
UNITBl STATES OF AMERICA 

Jeddah, Saudi Arabia 
March 29 , 1995 


Ms. Samiah Seramur 

2400 Virginia Ave, NW #C1006 

Washington, DC 20037 

Dear Ms. Seramur: 

I wish to acknowledge receipt of the United States passports for 
your children Faisal and Maha Alrehaili, as well as copies of the 
same for your daughter Safiah Alrehaili and yourself. 

We are pleased to assist you and your children as we are able. 

Please understand, however, that your case is complicated by the 
fact that you and your children are considered Saudi nationals by 
the Saudi government. I am enclosing for your information a recent 
paper prepared by the U.S. Consulate xii Ditahraix whicii uxscusses the 
rights of American women in Saudi Arabia. It discusses in detail 
the unique position of an American woman and her children if they 
are considered Saudi citizens by the Saudi government. This is not 
a legal brief, and should not be viewed as such. Legal advice 
should be sought from a local attorney and I am including a list of 
atterneys in Jeddah for your information. 

In particular, please note that as a Saudi citizen a woman has the 
right to apply for and obtain a Saudi passport (with the consent of 
a husband or guardian). She may own property, run a business, and 
work in Saudi Arabia. In essence, she will be considered a Saudi 
citizen, not an American citizen, by the Saudi government. The idea 
of "returning home to the United States" is not an option because it 
is assumed that as a Saudi, the woman is "at home." According to 
Sharia law, the woman has custody of her children until the age of 7. 

An American-citizen woman married to a Saudi and living in Saudi 
Arabia is under her husband's sponsorship. She cannot own property 
other than that which any foreigner can own, and if the marriage 
ends, she can be deported. Children are in the custody of the 
father - 


The children of a Saudi father are Saudi citizens. This fact 
greatly limits the ability of the United States government to assist 
although we will of course pursue our citizens' interests to the 
extent possible. Although they may hold American passports as well 
as Saudi, those passports are not honored within thW Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia, Children need the father's permission to travel. If 
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May 9. 1995 

Ms. Kathleen H. Manalo 
Consul 

United States Embassy 
Jeddah Saudi Arabia 

Dear Ms. Manalo: 

Thank you for your very informative letter dated March 29, 1995, I am presently residing in Almaty 
Kazakhstan where I am miming a nonprofit orgamzation called the United States-Kazakhstan 
Council. At least I am a bit closer to my children here in Almaty. I understand the complications 
existing in my case being that I am considered a Saudi. As you may know, I was working for the 
Saudi embassy in Washington and I went to see the Consulate General prior to my departure from 
the United States and he said to me, "Sarnia, just remember that you are Saudi and that you must 
return home." I contacted my children prior to my departure and was able to get through for the first 
time in weeks. I informed them of my move and my ex-husband was very pleased that I was going 
to Kazakhstan. It made me a bit uneasy because it is possible that he feels he has access to me now. 
I will be care&l. 

It distuibs me greatly that Mr. Al-Rehaili will not allow a consular officer to visit the children. I am 
also distuibed by the fectAat I heard Faisal was beaten. When I talk to Maha, she is wheezing much 
and she has asthma, I ask her to take her medicine, yet her father is bedouin and feels that it is not 
necessary. I fear for her health as well. I would highly appreciate it if you could somehow have the 
school for Maha contact her father and request that she take her medicine. When she wheezes so 
much her lungs will become damaged and she has chest pains and trouble breathing. In reference to 
Faisal and the fact that Safiah stated her father beats him, could it be possible to have someone 
SOTjehow approach Mr. AlRehaili and confirm the fact that they are aware of the beating so that he 
does not lepeat it. If such action is brought out into the open, he will be afraid that people know and 
n§t repeat it, yet it must be done so that he does not realize Safiah told anyone. I do not know how 
t^t could be arranged, yet I fear for his safety and life as well. 

Safiah is a very strong ^ and I have no doubt that she will survive this horrendous experience. She 
always fought for me and I can only pray that she will do the same for her brother and sister. At the 
moment, I will remain in Almaty. If I go back, I know that 1 may be subject to various methods of 
piioishment that may lead to my death and that such an event would certainly not assist my children. 
Even the fact that I am not in the United States puts me in danger of this individual, yet as I stated 
before, I am careful. At the present, you are my only link with my children and I ask you to assist me 
in any way possible in the above matters. Please send my mail to the United States Embassy in 
Almaty, Kazakhstan and they may contact me at 605730 to let me know that I can pick up the 
correspondence. 

I cannot begin to thank you for your time and attention in the above matter. 

Sincerely, 


Samiah Seramur, 1 5 Kurmangazy, #2, Almaty Kazakhstan 
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3 woman of whatever nationality is married to a Saudi man, he is 
responsible for her, as she is responsible to him. She may not 
leave the country without his pemission. Additionally, Saudi law 
also does not recognize a divorce from a foreign court. 

If, under Saudi law, you are considered still married to Mubarak 
al~Rehaili, you may again become his ward. His rights as a husband 
and father take precedence over any other right. Mthough we would 
Ilk© ha^py to assist you if you return to Saudi Arabia, there may be 
little that can be done if Mr. al-Rehaili does not agree with your 
w4.shes. 

I realize that you are concerned about your children. I have been 
^ie to learn that Safla is slowly adjusting to her environment and 
is safe and well. However, the children's father will not allow a 
consular officer to visit the children. \ 

Please let me know what you decide to do. Rest assured that we are 
here to do what we can to help you to the extent that we car do so 
in consonance with prevailing law and regulations. 
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COMMENTS ON SAUDI LAW 
AS IT AFFECTS WOMEN 

Status of Women 

Shari 'a law requires every woman and all minor children under 
the age of 18 to have a recognized "male guardian," known as "wali 
amr" in Arabic. 


What Is A Guardian? 


According to Saudi interpretation of Shari ’a law and in the eyes 
of the government, a guardian acts as the woman’s (or child's) legal 
representative in all personal matters, such as the woman’s freedom 
of movement and other legal or social matters (e.g. marriage, 
divorce, school activity, etc.). 

Who Is A Guardian? 

The guardian is usually the woman’s father, husband, or an adult 
brother or son (must be 18 years of age, at least); any one of them 
can act as guardian without a power of attorney. Absent the above, 
the woman has the right to appoint her own guardian, iisu^’liy a 
father or brother-in-law, a cousin, or a trusted friend (a power of 
attorney is mandatory) . She can do this by presenting a written 
petition in person to the nearest Shari 'a Court (she must also 
present her passport/ID card); the prospective guardian, together 
with two witnesses, must also be present (ID cards required). The 
prospective guardian is issued a court document known as "sak 
wilaya" in Arabic, which roughly means ’guardian power of attorney,’ 
making his appointment official. The document can, of course, be 
legally revoked any time the woman desires to do so. To repeat: 

When the guardian is someone other than the woman’s father, husband, 
brother or son, the law requires the guardian be given a power of 
attorney by the woman. 


Sponsorship 

According to Saudi law, all foreign visitors and residents are 
required to have a sponsor. The sponsor is usually the expatriate 
worker's employer. The sponsor can be a business firm, a government 
entity, a public organization or a private Saudi citizen. The 
majority of employers require expatriate workers to surrender their 
passports in exchange for the ’iqama’ (residence permit), which, by 
law, should be carried at all times. The expat’s welfare and 
whereabouts is the employer's responsibility. Due to the fact that 
on occasion some women have been harassed, some even detained, by 
the mutawas for lack of proper identification, it is advisable for 
all dependent non-Saudi wives, particularly those who might be 
mistaken for Arab, to carry a copy of the husband’s iqama at all 
times . 


(Page 1 of 5) 
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For foreign and internal travel, all Saudi women and their minor 
children, and foreign women married to Saudi citizens and their 
minor children, require travel letters from their guardians. 

Foreign women not married to Saudis, and their children, who are 
traveling abroad, however, need present only a valid passport and a 
valid exit or exit/re-entry visa. 

Internal Travel : (1) All travelers must show on demand to 
Saudi security officials at airports and police checkpoints 
appropriate identification (i.e., valid passport or 
-iqama) . (2) Foreign males and non-dependent females must 

have valid sponsor's travel letters (permit is usually 
valid for a maximum of 3 months and must bear photo of 
traveler(s) and the seal of an immigration office or the 
chamber of commerce). (3) Women and minor children, 
irrespective of nationality, must also have guardian 
letters (permit must bear photo of traveler(s) and 
immigration/chamber of commerce seal). (4) A woman 
traveling alone between towns may not use the services of 
public transport (bus, train or taxi), unless accompanied 
by a close male relative ~ known as "muhram" - or one of 
her children (traveling with another woman is n*:'*- 
sufficient) . 

(a) Foreign Travel - Departure : (1) Saudi males require 
only a valid passport. (2) Saudi females and minor 
children must, in addition to the passport, be in 
possession of their guardians' consent when traveling 
unaccompanied by the guardian. (3) when traveling alone, 
Amcit women married to Saudis also require travel letters 
(the husband, or guardian, must accompany the woman to the 
airport to fill out and sign his name on the consent form 
at the airport in the presence of an immigration officer). 


(b) Foreign Travel - Arrival : An unaccompanied foreign 
woman traveler arriving from abroad through some Saudi 
airports may face difficulty leaving the airport unless she 
is met on arrival by her husband, a close male relative 
("muhram"), a guardian, or, in the case of female 
employees, the employer or his/her representative. This is 
particularly true of Jeddah's King Abd al-Aziz 
International Airport (KAIA) and Riyadh’s King Khalid 
International Airport (KKIA) where immigration officials, 
with few exceptions, will detain on arrival a foreign woman 
passenger for days, until immigration contacts the husband, 
guardian, employer, etc., to notify him of the woman’s 
arrival and he shows up in person to obtain her release. 

If no one shows up, the woman is deported back to her home 
country. Western women are usually allowed to leave the 
airport, but those who may be mistaken for Arab women may 
indeed face difficulties. At Dhahran’s international 
airport, immigration officials detain only house maids and 
generally leave expat dependent female 
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family members 
located in the 
feed and fetch 
shop . ) 


alone- (All airports have detention rooms, usually 
restricted arrival section, and the female detaiees 
for themselves by ordering from the airport's coffee 



Expat Rights 

An expat may not travel abroad or within the Kingdom without 
his/her sponsor's written consent. Additionally, an expat may not 
change jobs, open a bank account, rent/lease a car or apartment, or 
even buy an automobile, or a boat without his/her sponsor's written 
permission. Furthermore, certain kinds of vehicles, such as pick up 
trucks, taxis and buses, are off limits to the expat. The expat is * 
responsible for his own dependent spouse and children in his a 

capacity as their "sponsor." Although an expat is explicitly vV 

prohibited from applying for and obtaining his own visa or igama \© 
through an immigration office, the law allows him to do so for 
family members in his capacity as their sponsor; he may also sign 
the application forms), 

American Women Married to Saudis 

^ 'Amcit woman married to a Saudi citizen is treated more like 
Saudi female than a foreigner- Most, if not all, of the 
Restrictions that apply to Saudi females apply to the foreign spouse 
-of a Saudi male, while only a few, if any, of the privileges do. 

For example, the Amcit wife resides in the country at her Saudi 
husband's privilege (after all, he is her sponsor); only he gets 
custody of the children; she may not own property other foreigners 
may not, such as real estate; and she risks deportation should her 
marriage end before her children reach the legal age of 18 (when a 
Saudi can act as his foreign mother’s sponsor). A child born to a 
Saudi male is a Saudi citizen, regardless of the nationality of the 
child's mother, or the child's place of birth. Saudi Arabia does 
not recognize dual nationality (citizenship in two countries); Saudi 
customs and immigration officials routinely confiscate the foreign 
passports of dual nationals when the matter is brought to their 
attention. Confiscated passports are eventually returned to the 
appropriate diplomatic representatives in Riyadh, usually many 
months later. In contrast, according to the laws of the United 
States of America, an American citizen remains an American citizen 
unless he/she takes certain action, before a United States Consular 
Officer, to swear away his/her American citizenship. 

Acquisition of Saudi Citizenship 

A provision in the law allows the foreign spouse of a Saudi male 
to acquire Saudi citizenship provided she converts to Islam and the 
couple has obtained prior Interior Ministry approval. The Amcit 
woman's petition for citizenship must be filed by the husband with 
the nearest branch office of the Interior Ministry's Civil Status 










V- 
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Bureau (in Arabic: "Maktab al-Ahwal al-Madaniya” ) . Armed with the 
marriage certificate. Interior Ministry approval, his nationality 
ID, his Amcit wife's passport and iqaina, children's (if any) birth 
certificates, the husband must file the petition in person 
(accompanied by the wife); following processing, the petition is 
referred to the nearest Shari’a Court for the issuance of a ••sak," 
or deed. The "sak" is a hand-written court document bearing the 
signatures of the Amcit woman and two witnesses; this document is, 
in effect, the woman's official renunciation of her American 
citizenship and her pledge of allegiance to Saudi Arabia. Next, the 
case returns to the local Civil Status Bureau where the Amcit *s U.S. 
passport and igama are confiscated and the woman is officially 
declared a citizen after her name is added to her husband’s 
computerzied national ID card known as "bitaqat al-ahwal 
al-madaniya . ” 

Once this is accomplished, the woman enters a vastly different 
world: e.g., she can apply for and obtain a Saudi passport 
(husband's or guardian's consent is necessary); she can own, buy or 
sell property; she can "sponsor" foreigners, including her American 
relatives; she can apply for a job according to her qualifications, 
layen dislodge a foreign woman from her job in the spirit of 
"Saudization; " etc. The woman’s confiscated American passport is 
later returned to the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh through appropriate 
diplomatic channels, together with a diplomatic note and an original 
copy of the "sak," 


Differences 

Differences between a "Saudi" and a "non-Saudi" Amcit wife of a 
Saudi citizen are: the "non-Saudi" has the option to return home, 
while the "Saudi" does not. The "non-Saudi" wife runs the risk of 
being thrown out by her husband and his family at any time until and 
unless (a) a child reaches the age of 18, making him old enough to 
become his mother's sponsor, or (b) she becomes a Saudi. According 
to the Shari'a, a mother has custody of her child until age 7. In 
Saudi Arabia, this rule applies only to Saudi mothers. 

Divorce 

In Saudi Arabia, marriage and divorce ceremonies are performed 
by Shari'a court judges. In Riyadh, the Court of Matrimony 
("Mahkamat al-Nikah" in Arabic) is responsible for all marriages and 
divorces, while in the Eastern Province divorces and marriages are 
handled by individual Shari'a Courts, In either case, a court 
issued "sak al-nikah" (marriage certificate) or "sak al-talaq" 
(divorce certificate) is necessary for the act to become final and 
official. It is important to note that the wife has the option to 
appoint a guardian to represent her (the guardian does not 
necessarily have to be a Saudi citizen; it can be any Muslim whom 
the woman can trust). When the petitioner is the wife and, in the 
case of either couple, when final divorce is involved (i.e., the 
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third divorce)/ proceedings can sometimes be extremely 
time-consoraing and Saudi judges always opt for delaying tactics to 
give the quarreling couple sufficient time to cool down and think 
things through, even though the husband may, in effect, have already 
divorced his wife by having already said to her the dreaded "I 
divorce thee*' declaration. So long as the divorce is not the of 
third stage, a preliminary (‘primary* or ’secondary') divorce decree 
or certificate "sak talaq awal" or "sak talaq thani" is issued. it 
must, however, be recorded in the Shari ‘a Court’s registry in the 
presence of two witnesses and, if possible, the woman’s "guardian” 
to become official. The divorce decree "sak al-talaq” is then 
delivered to the woman or her guardian. It is also important to 
note that, according to the Shari'a, divorce is classified into 
three stages: First ("talaq awai"), second ("talaq thani") and last 
"talaq thaleth"). The couple may remarry after the first and second 
divorce, provided the mandatory 3 months "idda," i.e., legally 
prescribed waiting period during which the woman may not remarry, 
has elapsed. The third divorce, however, is considered final (no 
exceptions); the man and the woman may not remarry each other unless 
she marries someone else first and that marriage ends either in 
divorce or the second husband dies. Please note the "idda" waiting 
period in the case of a divorce is 3 months, while in the case of 
death of the husband it is 4 months and 10 days. The Kingdom does 
not usually recognize a civil marriage between two Muslims; for 
Americans, an Islamic Center certificate is necessary. 

Possible Results of Divorce 

Amcit married to Saudi: Eventual deportation; no custody 
of children. 

"Saudi" Amcit married to Saudi: Custody of children until 
age 7; may not remarry another man, other than a Saudi, 
unless prior Interior Ministry clearance is received; may 
remain in Kingdom; may own, sell, buy property; run own 
business, etc. 

Amcit Muslim married to another Amcit Muslim: Must leave 
country immediately, or after 3 months following expiry of 
"idda," i.e., legally prescribed waiting period during 
which the woman may not remarry. The court will award 
custody of children according to the Shari'a (i.e., the 
mother gets custody until children reach age 7, they then 
move in with their father). Note that the Muslim Amcit 
father may successfully persuade the court to bar the 
children’s departure from the country with their Amcit 
mother unless the woman can demonstrate to the Court's 
satisfaction that it is in the children’s best interests to 
depart with her. 



02 / 15/1995 
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<:5ainiah Seramur 
924 NE 26th Avenue 
Pompano Beach, Florida 33062 


To Whom it May Concern; 

I am writing you to place a hold on all of the following: 

Safiah Mubarak AlRehaili Pagsport Humber: Z6678032-34 
Maha Mubarak AlRehaili^_ Passport Number: 26678033-34 

Faisal Mubarak AlEeh^^^''tassport Number: , Z6678034-34 

I, Samiah Seramur, the above chiidrenls mother am an American. Their father 
is a citizen of Saugi Arabia, I fear'that the children will be abducted by 
their father and taken to Saudi Arabia. Therefore, I ask that the strictest 
hold be placed on all the above three passports and in no way they be allowed 
to exit from the United States, The dates of birth are as follows: 

Safiah Mubarak AlRehaili - February 14, 1982 
Maha Mubarak AlRehaili - September 3, 1985 
Faisal Mubarak AlRehaili - September 15, 1986 

I appreciate your urgency in the above matter and will forward their custody 
documents accordingly. 


Yours Sinnerely, 



Samiah Seramur 

924 NE 26th Avenue 

Pompano Beach, Florida 33062 
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I, S<?rihicaa slip kebcranskasan ini xipada ?ei‘-?2s 
Imigrasi di peiaouhan pemberangkatan pada saat 
saudara berangkat k? Luar Negeri. 


Z. Simpan denzan baik dan jangan sampai hilang. 
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KARTU TANOA PENOUDUK 

WARGA NEGARA INDONESIA 

PIIVIERINTAH KABUt^ATEN DAT! II KEDIRI 

i«n9)M waktu 14 betas! hari leisk masa 

ber}akubV« p^tdudgk yang barsangkutan diwajibkan ntengajukfn 

'^kafbbaii pvrmolKman untuk macnperoteh Kartu Tanda Penduduk yang baru 
Petanggaran twhadap peraturan int dtancam denganpidanakurungap/danda. 
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. 5 u/u,i.afi tiT S uk^/i.^ ^ 

V iWL’iiani^ fliMnah, Taaq 


H ■an.^-&ton(} .p.ada h.e.Aj, kje. 2:0 ( dua Tu£,tih. ) ha/u, £.£LA.k-eyt^ danana 
fujmU, okon d-Lp,suLhjo^o oteh t\ ctd~iJijEin LokU. kxunU, dljtujriah, y-ort^. iJjdch. cLb^’ 
i^izirifio tkan , dJjnarxo. k^i Kumah. .ij-ang. ckan oUAitn^ayyZ • /e-cmX gwrua- u.ntuk. 
irL.(uux-p.iJikxxa k-aadacn /umfiK d^gxin -^ cajsIi IhjjnMk.^ctu dame 

taU^nnij-c £.sz-fid-a/uak. kuA.rta^ -^-cXiA 60. Hm* 

S jzJ:XJlan.ij.a k-cmJ, ke-i-djitfiai. tii^jJMnruj.a t/ang. dlmak^ud o£«A. ma^-Lhan 

dcni-i. di/noao d.zz.^AJuj.a^LL'ng cLongan {^a^Jjtan. 2.ahd hxundf ah, m^Muta-i 

t-eksz.-'i-^i-c dUjnanG S uomU, kxmJ, diLiumih. ufitu-k. m.jssti2sZ.-L mi-rumjan cLongen. 
dc/iGk. -j-owg &dang}ixin. gatig dehet. ma6JJt ada, 

S ■e.fiGyigiaij.a S aanU. iumu. u-ntuk. m-eraA.ei.d irLtauman, nta^dkan kxmtL 

■ J'..rA.fuj.az u-.'inq ^enonofi gadtu ; 

7, yiiedodg iTLGitiA&JUilKhjxn dcpJXA. ma^ken. kemu, 2an.g6un.g nuzm-o^ukd 
Jiuangen yieJidfigge. kamU, puenao2a uniuk m.e.nghJjidaA. eta6 k&da^ 
tenganriga, 4>&£.Cit.-iJi.^ga ma^JJzxtn komd. match. rtt£.rtg.ad-£XA, kemJ, 
okan. niGJ.'.c/tukcn. p..eji£jj.atan. gang iddak. ydGJXonoti d^gxm. .6A/ttc 
m.GmarLggd2. noma 4>ucnU, kamd, kMA.An.Q .duerrU.. kamd d&tum datang- 
!nQ'JJJt.cn. ^iidah. mAJuadd tuAuh. hamd. den. Zon.g4>ung dJ.J:U.dujkhe'n. 
djQAgan. j,iaA.a dLid-acLLh. dengan. ionganni/.a <iuda/i mArigemah. 

tcgLan gang Ac-^a/uiay dan menatumJ. iiitiih. kenuLf akhU^nga 
yi/LiamU. kornJ, idAc .6aat. dimana mad-iJtca karrU.' nutted mjuiggan.a6 
koioa 'n..of..6ungo den S uamd kamd m.atdh.ad, tende gang rrijmcuAdgakan. 
kcAana y^oad mangAtuk. pdniu utagdken hdurU. mJitep.CL6hMri. pAlukcnagaa 
d-imana S..e.ainl. kanu, mcndofiatkan komd ^edeng m.&nangdh. aiyQyd 
p.G.A..L6t.i,i..a ddctzxyii den tang.6u.ng maneK ddmona 6uJnaU, kamU. m-G/re^ 
i-Guidkan p.G.AJ,ngeten a£a.6 p.&Jid 6 tdu )0 gang^ ddatotru. den ^engan 
ytyamp-od dJM.toag kemtotdt 

t, K-cintat-inga kaind kedemfiai. tdnggat .6eAtuto kairU. tcag6ung m-eng- 
odukan f..xz^J.yi ti.be gang toAxx dJjatairLL hepiade t^ajJJtan PUjenga 
nZea l6-t-nu..ngc 6aJtetck p.xmgedu.annga Utu kerne cLdfiangnet ot^h. 
majJJi.c'x take kanu, den tong6ung tejbtuet. keZiQA. gakfie dixficuitt 
3. 5 atat-ok Cmpai h.eAji. kemudden.' S uame kc/ne d-ieuAjjJx. untuk mjemteti. 
eotano tagd 6&.tetak ^ . nngeJidJ..~i&AJigoie 6uome kamd. kuAang 



1243 


kxx/i^c kjjnti. i~&JidiLO cLL ■6aucLi /Cvm^/3 huAJing: 
kjzjusxLa takut. ^atah. rfij&mJLe£,lsv^Q Z.o.n.i~c^ ^aamU. ka/fu. untuh, 
mxiiTLLn.tM untjxk. m.em.£.A&U. £jD/u 2 ng. ^£in.^ 

d-urLoh^ud ^&tAtah, ItdnLL ' '/n-ert ghadap^ i-AJi^cLLtah, 
p.p.Ad~jjMLon. tjzjxKc.cLap. ' h^xiruL dimcna kom-L 

toncj^uriQ. cLLt^dang. p/anixii. k.omd. d&ngxtn 4> ■eduxa.iiuj.a dan m~en^ 
akJ^atduxa tuAuh. kanu. ni&nxiAak.an ^ahJjt i^an.<^ t.AJihjjng.<^ 
h-Lag-ga t,ajL6c ^akJjL aatuh. AoJv^-aJian ^Atam.a dua h.a/tA, 

4-, jio.da h.a/LL 43 kamd, Aak-AA.^ dlntana dLAuniah. doAom. h-oadan 
konid i^a^nAao dangan. m.Q-jdhjxnJtahd g-artg ntana lyiJtnd ma^JJuirt 
^jsyita cn.ah.-anakngji dan- ^tucund kamJ, ^adang i-tKA^Js^g-Lanh^ 
K-exLuiaan AmaAdhoi S oJuJiMt^ cLiniana h-e-^ddLan.ng.a ma^dhan Aahd 
kom-L nLanganaam akan ni-eiiiA-unuh. kamd desigan m-ejTip.£jtagakanng-a 
cLengan ^tondada ta-dain ( Td&att ) ^od-eAch. rrLeiTLjxoAJigcihan, kamd 
akon. ciifi.^eJtAjxcd. g-ang ^esicinoh. dlntana .6acd. damdhdan Jhimak 

A-e^iAjiruj-d. didaJian. da/u, duan ^ahdngga m-addhan dakd kamd 
ni-emdukan pdnduruga doAo^a-ta gong dodLang adatak O/ioAng Tua 
tla^d-kan d-edokU, , kamd. j&ah-Lngga p.ajiducdjiriniga ' dJdft k J-addi 
^ S, p.adg ka/id. ka. 60 (. anatn pud.u.k.:) ko/u,^ duTLana' X-^dAd. maddhon 

korru. ^ahuLd. den ctUixncad. ^edania d^a^an kandl dengan kadadden 
’ dJjTL'ono koxnX. dLhjx/uxng dad-oni. kamoA. ddJLah. doA-ek nananuid S waLL 
: ■ ■ kojnd dan gan cLLku-AJxng ■^Adam.a ddna kond. dddak dUA-enUJian nakan 

4>^-d.ngga 4>aamd. komd. dand^dd AdJlu-i, kajn£.a£.i. a-IJuJi- 

••■'•V fiada skoAd ka Adma kamd. danii £d,6a ddA'andkan makan oZak dtuamd 
■■ kamd dan ku.kwn.annga daddofi ddZakionakan .6_^g6g daA,afian 
' ■ k'dAu . ' dak da^aZaf. ddjx I^djid'. kxunZaZd doAd ‘Rum.ck S akdd. dan 
' m.&itiZi>Zo kam^ iMndak ddZaZa^kan danu^ ^tangdk4*aan gj^njj ^ , 

■.’- ^6t''p,dda dan.g.gaZ 24 (/o-^amZaA, 19B7 p.ada 'ioAo, koAd ddmana 6 uamd. 
kamd -&i>dang - tnand^^nfui-d. Haddkan I^dndnga 4>.zdang S ekaZak 
• ddjnana kadaddannga unduk m^Zandkan ^uadu kanangen kagiada 
Z^kd gadda. ddmdnda, kamd undiLk m-a/nZandkan danda 
■■ . Zaka^ ddadum. ddtakan dan ddadak unduk ZayuiaduZuk dangan 
madlkan Zakd kamd, toAg&ung kamd /flwai dddak Zan 4 >adda 
dd^aad. kadoddan diu. l^dnd rnaddhan dan S uamd kamd dadang 
dan kamd ni.engadu.kan. ke^ddanngo ke^adonga ^ehdngga daa^dd 
KdZut aadaAa ma^kan kamd, ^akdngga ma^han l^dnd kamd 
niemdnda kamd a-n'duk •Z‘e:AZ&xoagiah. dd dofian KakZak dan kamd 
Zemaedde 4>eZaZdhnga ma-^han Zakd dddak Zen^edda unduk 
ddagak unduk Zenaomfiah. ^ekdngga ma^dkan Zakd Zangdung p.ejigd 
inen-LnggaZkon kamd, 

z.'L ok men '.eZang l^agoddan tanJeki.'.d ddatxud deh , , ..,J j 
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tiikJ,, kanu. _un.tuh. tU...piui,Qn.<^kMn ke. Indcn^^AM 

Scot kcnu, cJ^an jiu^cn^-kA.tcnah. txiJt Tridorx^^ 
kam-L ^■eZam.o nie.n<^£-cU, dU, AiuncK^ ma^JMxux karU- cUin • ■ 

. hamj-c ■tJ.kxii.’ ^iJ^QiiMit. :d^tj 2 ng.giLn^ 'xi£,&h,^niG^kxin. k^mui, cdanun 
an (pa.^'L kj^rrU. A&aAllo.- Ax>Ajn^jiJ. 'A^jt^l»,tt± j . ■ 

^'u ''S ucnu.' kcmX di^an^Jjtan. ST\ 800 ■"' ■"■■-■■' 

'. ■■ ■ 2 . 600 ■ ■' ■ ''■ ■i.-. - ■ 

D^^n. Le^dLah. i&rLdA&ui dtatks kcmd: in&nt^^kjcji fik£j^^jxk6cnacn ' ■ 

ke^cdn TT A£nio^ kJ.Ajari^ /umil. du. S cad^ Ajvaiu^' kj2m£jitZ • 

.th!xp.p m..&ng^aGAkcn Suaru. 4 >^dLuU. 

^&dcng. I-dtjtX kcmi. iU.ng.g^::'dUd'‘:TGnak ’'Ai:^''Indon.^J^, •'• ;"• '. ' ’ ■ 

fia^n^na k.a^.e>ft£iT^^}KCiijxn ' kx^Ai^^' d^- S oixcLL Aajs£~j^ .oemu^Gf - \6ud-c}t 
^cnij-ok. fn.jzng.3^uayihxifx j&G~n^x^.'£U,dy-o'-''ttit-tidi. h^jLx'jx^n. ghd d^ n. 

ucng ujiAuk Zj.xj^.o iiA£;oA.''<i4^!c£ufl/iA<2n . Aiy7u-,.£ia^i^.cn dj>j):gjnn. ■••.'.■■■/' 

m.£mJ,n^u3jn. u.crip. kx^ixdx - i:>^iAn.(^'Jtodj\, >^ ' 

■O^jigGn /ui&n A-ejiat. kaaii. antuh. hj:iP 

PLiOa komj, ^-agLc/tii m.&Jtgxrn^JxtJJiXiri u-atig. pu^w^j^csiiti^* <■ '■ 

iriak/xdd^ng^a- kAA-e.adGKdji-vhaitL konu. AtidJ^ -. 
rri&ruj.alu.AJian hj2mAGZ-L ' £..eJL&fi^ dJO S audL\ AaxiB.^ ■ 

dJXmia ,diAjZJi^kjoa kem^-. m^em£>kGa'^ufS^^!di^}dLidJcJii<■d^ 


^i^„/LjjLo/i.oa£ia kcm-i.' kxp.adj2. PT Atma^ OA Ci<:£ert,gi, Sa/uii /Vo- i'/ J,citc/i|ll^ '■ ;■.■■>■ :' 

Atad .fic^JU^Opza^J^ dan Aantuan. i^ang.'okQn djitAAj.h^r^:: 

- dap'^'kpudaKw^g- (pui.C£iji^ ........ff-. '^t...... 

' . ' '-j, '; -- •■ ■■ kdnU. 

. y iikg, mxnSaod:, P A^tfjiiojBiSt 


S tikc/i^ ) :■'- . ■■/ ^ O-aialAja^ "■)" 

‘PJjJifzZnon P.T AAmoa ■_ Co/ip 
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MERCU 


BINAWAN 


PERJANJIAN KERJA IND!V!DU TKl 


Pt- 


PERJANJIAN KERJA ANTAR KERJA ANTARA NEGARA 
UKTUK TEMAGA KERJA RUMAH TANGGA 
- o il J 1— .-•■■JU J. .1 a jr ,1 < ! 

» i J I ail ^ 


Berdasarkan UU No. 14/1969 dan UU No. 1/70 
serta PcraDarm Menreri fenaga Kerja No. 4 tahun 1970, 

pada hari ini 

Tanggal buian . . .JJOV. 

tahun, ... 19.88 .yang bcrianda ' 

tangan dibawah ini : 


f mi / H : -w 

f i hj. 

/»• 


1, Nam : RAMUSULAIMAN ^'^5 

Jabatan i Manager P.T. .MERCU BiNA WAN /T 1 ^ , 

Aiamat ; Jin. Gondangdia Laroa No. 10 — 12 

Jakarta - Pusat, ; ,j \ t 

Bertindakuntuk.aiasnama : _ ^ 

Nama : Jeddah -Of fi-oe — ; ^ i 

R;u^^l\a.l?.J!Kr!ild.ShQT!5iX. AI .Hu'aaily 

Jabatan ; , x • i - ” 

Aiamat -. ' .^audi ilrabia _ . • . i . 


Selanjutnya daiam. Perjanjian Kerja ini disebut 
sebagai pihak Perrama. 

2. Nama : S.HEStffll m_ 

Umur : '3P.*,T£>ten..'.' 

Jenis Kelamin-: 

. Paspor No; . . G..,Q505-85, ; 

Aiamat ; Katipa !i'. K^4Jrl . . 


i jjV . i. 

•p U <_-J « / J-. L_»J 1 ,1^ * J - T 



Selanjutnya daiam Perjanjian Kerja ini disebut 
sebagai pihak Kedua. 

Kedua belah pihak bcrscpakat mengadakan PERJANJI- 
AN KERJA, UNTUK ANTAR ■ KERJA ANTAR 
NEGARA: dengan ketentuan sebagai berikut ; 



Pasal 1 

a. Pihak Pertama akan mempekcrjaka.n Pihak Kedua 

di Saudi Arabia sebagai , . . 

dengan gaji/upah sebcsar, 

Sr.,.6.Q0/BIn 


O) iJW. 



fa. Sebelum pihak kedua diberangkatkan ke Saudi 
Arabia,, kepadanya dliakukan pcmeriksaan kesehatan 
deh Badan atau Dokrer yang berwenang atas biaya 
scpenuhnya ditanggung Pihak Kedua 


oLl—SDl Ijp— 

vi^LaJI JJT A^Jj^ ell oJ 

Jiyi dJJ iji 

• 4 —^ ^ * 0 ** 1 1 
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Pasal 2 

Lamanya PerJanjiarj Kerja ini adaiah dua tahun^^n ‘ 
mulai berlaku sejak tanggal pemberangkatan, ^csuai 
pada pasportyang digunakan oleh pihak Kedua. . . 

Perjanjian Kerja ini dapat diper.ianjang-untuk'jangka'"" 
waktu paling lama satu tahun 'a'vas persetujdart ‘kedua ‘ 
belah pihak setelah mendapatkan' izm ‘^ri KBRl di " 
Saudi Arabia. 



Pasal 3 . 

Semua biaya yang berhubungan dcngan keberangkatan 
pihak kedua ke Negara Saudi Arabia dan kepuUngan- 
nya ke Indonesia pada waktu masa Perjanjian Kerja 
berakhir, menjadi tanggung jawah dan beban Pihak 
Pertama. 

Pasa! 4 

Pihak Kedua akan menunaikan rugas p-kerjaannya 
dcngan sebaik-baiknya serta penuh tanggung jawab se- 
sesuai dengan yang diperjanjikan. 

Pasal 5 

Pihak Kedua akan mentaad segala ketentuan-ketentuan 
serta tata cara atau adat istiadat yang bcriaku di Negara 
Saudi Arabia Pihak Kedua ditugaskan untuk bekerja. ‘ 



(0 --Ut — ^1- 


1— . 1 I J— • *— J—aS i;ly 

1 



Pasat 6 

Selama bekerja Pihak Kedua akan mengikuti Pihak 
Pertama apabila Pihak Pertama pindah tempat tinggal 
nya. 

Pasal 7 

Pihak Pertama wajib membayar gaji secara penuh ke- 
pada Pihak Kedua seciap akhir bulan dan mengasuransi- 
kan Pihak Kedua atas canggungan Pihak Pertama yang 
pembayarannya dibayarkan oleh Pihak Kedua lebih 
dahulu dan bila Pihak Pertama ddak memenuhi maka 
PPTKI pengirim yang menguruskan claim pihak Kedua 
pada Pihak Pertama 

Pasal 8 

Pihak Pertama wajib menycdiakan kamar tidur dan per- 
lengkapannya untuk Pihak Kedua ju'ga memenuhi ke- 
buruhan makan dan minum scsuai dei^n kebutuhan 
dan syarat-sya.rat kesehatan dan keselamaian ' kerja 
unruk Pihak Kedua. 

Pasal 9 

Pihak Pertama w^jib memberikan kesempatan untuk 
isdrahat dan untuk ddur 8 jam kepada Pihak ifedua 
sesuai dcngan sifat pekerjaan dan tingkat usia yang 
bersangkutan. 

Pasal 10 

Pihak Pertama harus memberikan, kesempa^n kepada 
P:hak Kedua untuk mengirim, mcnerima dan menvam- 
paikan surat tanpa disensor . 



,!tL 


«« 1 1 I j I 1 

T j liuir 

J Ji^ UJ 1 , ''•■**^■^0 ^ 

llJ ! I u 1 P »A(«J 1 J- I 

iiU J 1 OtPaJ I uLL>r 1 

(j-** 1 j 1 ij Uy V 1 ^1 i l 3 & m 1 

. • JUUUif 



H-kt I 

U J i ,i UjU 
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Pasal 1 1 

Pihak Pertama akan memberikan kepada Pihak Kedua 
hadiah sebesar 1 (saru) kaii gaji penuh (atau gaji ke-13.) 
setelah satu tahun bekerja. 

Pasai 1 2 

Pihak Pertama wajib menghajikan Pihak Kedua satu 
kali selama masa Perjanjian Kerja ini dilaksanakan. 



3 1 I Jji I t ur— '-f 

g_xJ 1 MjV gr~i 1_i-l < 

• J * O *— n*,;— Jit— »• 


PasaJ 13 

Pihak Pertama wajib memperlakukan pihak Kedua 
secara adil dan bijaksana sesuai dengan harkat dan 
martabat manusia, 

Pasal 14 

Pihak Pertama wajib membiayai mengurus pemakaman 
dan harta yang ditinggalkan oleh Pihak Kedua sesuai 
dengan fatwa waris apabila tenaga kerja meninggal 
dunia dengan didampingi perwakilan perusahaan pengi- 
rim dan petugas KBRI Arab Saudi. 

Pasal 15 

Apabila Pihak Kedua menderita sakit, maka Pihak Per- 
tama akan menanggung segala biaya pengobatan dan 
perawatan sampai sembuh, 

PasaJ 16 

Selama Pihak Kedua menderita sakit seperti tersebut 
pada pasal 15, Pihak Pertama wajib membayar upah 
kepada Pihak Kedua secara penuh. 

Pasal 1? 

Apabila Pihak Kedua ridak memenuhi atau ridak melak- 
sanakan kewajiban sebagaimana tersebut pasal-pasal 
diatas dan ingin pulang ke Ind^esia sebelum berakhir- 
nya waktu yang sesuai dengan Perjanjian Kerja, maka 
Pihak Kedua wajib mengembalikan semua biaya yang 
telah dikeluarkan oleh Pihak Pertama dalam rangka 
pemberangkatan Pihak Kedua ke Saudi Arabia maka 
Pihak Kedua wajib mengembalikan harga ticket pesawac 
terbang dari Indonesia ke Saudi Arabia kepadaPihak 
Pertama. 




Pasal 18 

Ketentuan seperti tersebut pada pasal 17 diatas tidak 
berlaku apabila pengakhiran Perjanjian Kerja ini oleh 
Pihak Kedua bukari karena ' kesalahannya melainkan 
karena Pihak Pertama tidak melaksanakan kewajiban- 
nya sebagaimana tcrcantum dalam Perjanjian Kerja ini. 
Daiam hal ini Pihak Kedua berhak mendapatkan upah 
penuh selama masa sisa kontrak serta mendapat biaya 
perjalanan pulang. 

Pasal 19 

Apabila pengusaha mempekerjakan Pihak Kedua secara 
tidak manusiawi maka Pihak Kedua dapat mengajukan 
permasalahannya kepada KBRI Saudi Arabia. 
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Pasal 20 

Pihak Kedua bersedia seba^i Tenaga Kerja dan sanggup ' 
menanggung segala resiko yang ada, dan biia ada perso-- 
alan atau perselisihan mnsalah ketenaga kerjaan akan 
menyeiesaikan/mclaporkan melaiui syariah dan polisi 
setempat, yang daiam pelaksanaannya agar min.ta 
bantuan dari Perusahaan Perwakilan Pengerah Tenaga 
Kerja Indonesia yang berada di Sasidi Arabia. 

Pasal 21 ; 

Jika terjadi perselisihan dan hal-hal yang belum diarpr 
daiam Pcijanjian Kerja ini akan dirundingkan oieh 
kedua belah pihak secara kekeiuargaan dengan mem- 
perhatikan ada: istiadat serta kebiasaan dan ketenruan 
pemndangan yang berlaku di negara scrempar serta., 
sesuai dengan/yang diperjanjikan,. 



Pasal 22 

jika terjadi perselisihan antara pemberi kerja dengan 
tenaga kerja di negara terapat bekerja akan disetesai- 
kan menurut peraturan perundangan dan adat istiadat 
yang berlaku di negara tersebut dan tenaga kerja (Pihak; 
Kedua) dengan penuh tanggung jawab sanggup menang- 
gung segala akibat yang timbul dari perselisihan terse- 
but. Tena^ kerja menyadari bahwa ketedibatan Perwa- 
kiian R! daiam menyelesaikan , perselisihan tersebut 
hanya bersifat bantuan dan tidak dapat ikut mencam- 
puri urusan daiam negeri pernerintah neg^a lain. 



Pasal 23 

Perbedaan atau perbedaan oendaparyang timbul karena 
pelaksanaan perjanjian kerja ini disdesaikan oich pihak- 
karyawan dari pengusaha yang mcnyalurkan karyawan 
yang beriangkutan sebagai wakil dan oich karena i.tii 
berdndak untuk dan aras nariia Pengusaha yahgmenger- 
jakan karyawan , tersebut dengan mengikut .sertakari 
pihak KBRI setempat, 






THE SAUDI CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE: MUST 
SAUDI LOBBYISTS COMPLY WITH SUBPOE- 
NAS IN THE COMMITTEE’S INVESTIGATION 
OF CHILD ABDUCTION CASES? 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 4, 2002 

House of Representatives, 
Committee on Government Reform, 

Washington, DC. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:10 a.m., in room 
2154, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Dan Burton (chairman 
of the committee) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Burton, Maloney, and Norton. 

Also present: Senator Blanche Lincoln. 

Staff present: Kevin Binger, staff director; James C. Wilson, chief 
counsel; David A. Kass, deputy chief counsel; Pablo Carrillo and 
Jason Foster, counsels; Blain Rethmeier, communications director; 
Allyson Blandford, assistant to chief counsel; Robert A. Briggs, 
chief clerk; Robin Butler, office manager; Joshua E. Gillespie, dep- 
uty chief clerk; Mindi Walker, staff assistant; Corinne Zaccagnini, 
systems administrator; Sarah Despres, minority counsel; Ellen 
Rayner, minority chief clerk; and Jean Gosa and Earley Green, mi- 
nority assistant clerks. 

Mr. Burton. Good morning. A quorum being present, the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform will come to order. 

I ask unanimous consent that all Members’ and witnesses’ writ- 
ten and opening statements be included in the record. Without ob- 
jection, so ordered. 

I ask unanimous consent that all written questions submitted to 
witnesses and answers provided by witnesses after the conclusion 
of this hearing be included in the record. And without objection, so 
ordered. 

I ask unanimous consent that a set of exhibits relating to this 
hearing be included in the record. Without objection, so ordered. 

I ask unanimous consent that all articles, exhibits and extra- 
neous or tabular material referred to be included in the record. And 
without objection, so ordered. 

I ask unanimous consent that Senator Blanche Lincoln be per- 
mitted to participate in today’s hearing. 

And we are very happy to have you here. 

And without objection, so ordered. 

And I ask unanimous consent that questioning in the matter 
under consideration proceed under clause 2(j)(2) of House Rule 11 
and committee rule 14 in which the chairman and ranking minor- 

( 1249 ) 
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ity member will allocate time to committee counsel as they deem 
appropriate for extended questioning not to exceed 60 minutes di- 
vided equally between the majority and minority. And without ob- 
jection, so ordered. 

Before I make my opening statement, I think it is important that 
we talk a little bit about some of the problems that have occurred 
in the last couple of days. 

The spokesman for the Saudi embassy, Mr. Jubeir, has been all 
over national television indicating that the Saudis are very cooper- 
ative and want to work with the U.S. Government in every area 
possible to make sure that we continue to have a good relationship. 
And he is a very good spokesman. I watched him on Fox this morn- 
ing, and I watched him on some other channels; and it is amazing 
how adept he is at skirting the truth. 

I want to cite just a few examples of where we had problems as 
a government and as a committee in getting the truth from the 
Saudis. The Saudis said they were not complicitous in kidnapping 
American children whose mothers had parental rights and had cus- 
tody of their children. But we know for a fact that the Saudis — 
even though they had been notified not to give passports to chil- 
dren who were kidnapped, they did. They issued passports to the 
children of Joanna Tonetti and Margaret McClain even though 
they knew the American courts had ordered the fathers not to take 
them out of the country, and the embassy had been contacted in 
some of these cases. And so they lied about that. 

The Roush girls supposedly were on vacation in London during 
the delegation’s visit to Saudi Arabia. That’s not so. 

The Saudis provided a list of kidnappings of their citizens by the 
Americans that the United States should address. That’s not so. 

Dria Davis was kidnapped to the United States with the help of 
the State Department. That’s not so. 

The congressional delegation did not request a meeting with 
Crown Prince Abdullah. The Saudi Government cannot intervene 
in family matters and urges them to be settled privately. We know 
that’s not so. 

Fifteen of the 19 September 11th hijackers were from Saudi Ara- 
bia. And I have an article I want to read about that. 

The Saudis have held telethons to raise money for the families 
of suicide bombers. The FBI money has traced money from a sus- 
pected al Quaeda advance man back to the Saudi Ambassador’s 
wife. We have a chart on that. The suspect, Omar Ahmad al- 
Bayoumi, may have assisted two of the hijackers of the plane that 
hit the Pentagon, and he’s now missing. 

Besides oil, their main export is anti-American and anti-Semitic 
propaganda. They funded the extremist madrasas in Pakistan and 
Afghanistan that created the Taliban. And Prince Nayef bin Abd 
al-Aziz, Minister of the Interior, said this less than 2 weeks ago, 
“I presume there’s a link between Israeli intelligence and terrorist 
organizations to attack Muslims through Islam and Palestine. The 
media is controlled by the Zionists, and we know that Jews have 
exploited the September 11th events and were able to turn the 
American public against Arabs and Islam. The question is, who 
perpetrated the September 11th events and who were the bene- 
ficiaries.” 
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And then he says, “I think the Jews themselves.” He knows full 
well that 15 of the terrorists were Saudis and yet he’s now saying 
that the Jews were responsible. 

Prince Nayefs attitude is pervasive there. When we went on our 
CODEL to Saudi Arabia, we stopped in Israel for some meetings 
there. The Saudis wouldn’t even allow our plane to enter their air 
space after taking off from Israel. We had to make a diplomatic 
stop in Jordan first. I don’t see how they can be seen as reasonable 
people and allies in the war on terror when they won’t even let our 
airplane fly from Tel Aviv to Riyadh. 

On the issue of kidnapped American citizens, the Saudis have 
completely been inflexible. We recently got a letter from the foreign 
minister. He said we totally reject anything. The damages are Is- 
lamic shira law on which the total system of the state is founded 
and which one-quarter of the population on this Earth believe. The 
shira regulates and guarantees all humanitarian rights without 
any prejudices. It is founded on God’s orders which we follow, as 
well as the good objectives of Islam, mainly justice. And I would 
like to know where the justice is in denying Pat Roush’s daughters 
for 17 years. 

And where is the justice for harboring kidnappers? And we know 
that’s been done, and we know they have been complicitous in this. 

So Mr. Jubeir, although he is very adept at making these state- 
ments to the media and they’ve done a good job of it this past 
week, the fact of the matter is there’s a heck of a lot that needs 
to be explained. 

Now, we have contacted their lobbyists to get information that 
they may have regarding the kidnapping of these children and the 
complicitousness of the Saudi Government. The lobbyists have said 
that they are protected. And the Saudi Government has said they 
are protected by the Vienna Convention and that they are an arm 
of the Saudi Government, and therefore they don’t have to give us 
any documents that they have. That is totally wrong, according to 
every lawyer that we have talked to that knows anything about the 
Vienna Convention; and we have some witnesses here today that 
are going to talk about that. 

So we asked the Saudi lobbyists, some of whom have been here 
before, to come and testify here today. Their lawyers said they 
didn’t want to testify. And so we told them we would be sending 
them subpoenas to compel them to testify. When the U.S. Marshals 
went to serve the subpoenas, they weren’t at their homes, they 
weren’t at their offices, and they were nowhere to be found. 

Now, you would say, if this was one lobbyist, that would be un- 
derstandable; but the fact of the matter is, there were three lobby- 
ists from three different concerns, and none of them were anywhere 
to be found and so they have been hiding and I think that says a 
lot about the Saudi Government and their openness and their will- 
ingness to cooperate with the U.S. Government in helping us solve 
problems like these kidnappings and the money that’s been going 
through to them, to families of terrorists who have blown them- 
selves up in Israel, and possibly al Qaeda cells. And so we’re very 
disappointed the lobbyists aren’t here, but we will be asking some 
questions that are relevant to them anyhow. 
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We are meeting, as I said before, to talk today about American 
children who have been abducted to Saudi Arabia. I don’t want to 
be here today. It’s the holidays. Congress is not in session. I don’t 
think any of us, the Senator or the Congresswoman would rather 
be someplace else, but this is very, very important, and so we’re 
here. But I feel we’ve reached a stalemate on this issue, and I don’t 
think we can just forget about it. 

We’ve seen very little progress from the Saudis on any of these 
kidnapping cases. A couple of mothers have received phone calls, 
and that’s about it. The lobbyists for the Saudis, as I said, have re- 
fused to comply with our subpoenas, the embassies continue to 
spread this information; and that’s why we are here holding an- 
other hearing. 

One of the most frustrating things to me is that you just can’t 
get a straight answer from the Saudis. Their spokesman had a 
press conference at their embassy yesterday and the things he said 
make it clear that they just don’t get it. He said that these cases 
are private matters and have to be dealt with by the families. Well, 
that’s not true. These are American children who were kidnapped 
in violation of U.S. court orders. In many of these cases, arrest 
warrants have been issued for the fathers. In at least two cases 
that we know of, the Saudi embassy helped the kidnappers by 
issuing Saudi passports to the children; and they did it after they 
were informed that the children were not allowed to leave the 
country. 

So the Saudi Government aided and abetted the kidnappings and 
they are harboring the fugitives. And that’s not a private matter. 
Their government must take responsibility. 

I want you to listen to what Prince Bandar wrote in the Wall 
Street Journal in September, “Some have charged that Saudi Ara- 
bia is holding Americans against their will.” This is absolutely not 
true. 

I want you to know that’s a he. I’ve talked to women over there 
who are absolutely terrified that their husbands would even find 
out that they were talking to us. One woman said. Just put us in 
a box with our kids and stick us in the belly of a plane and get 
us out of here. So when the Saudis say. No Americans are being 
held against their will, they don’t get it. They’re misleading. At one 
hearing alone we heard from five parents who testified that their 
children are being held against their will. And that’s just the tip 
of the iceberg. 

Just in case anyone from the Saudi embassy might be paying at- 
tention today, I want to refresh their memory. 

Joanna Tonetti: Her three children, Rosemary, Sarah and 
Abdulaziz, were kidnapped by their Saudi father in August 2000. 

Michael Rives: His two children, Lilly and Sami, were kidnapped 
to Saudi Arabia by their mother in July 2001. 

Maureen Dabbagh: Her daughter, Nadia, was kidnapped to 
Saudi Arabia by her father in 1992. 

Margaret McClain: Her daughter, Heidi, was kidnapped by her 
Saudi father in August 1997. 

Sam Seramur: Her three children, Safiah, Maha and Faisal, were 
abducted in 1994 by their Saudi father during a brief visit to Saudi 
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Arabia. She has since been reunited with Maha, who was here, but 
her other two children are still being held in Saudi Arabia. 

Deborah Docekal: Her two children, Ramie and Suzanne, were 
abducted by their Saudi father in 1988 during a brief visit to Saudi 
Arabia. She has since been reunited with her son, but her daughter 
is still being held against her will in Saudi Arabia. 

Monica Stowers: Her daughter, Amjad, has been held in Saudi 
Arabia since 1986. We met Amjad in August. The Saudis said they 
gave her a passport and allowed her to leave. But if you hear the 
whole story of that, how her father married her off to some guy she 
didn’t even know a week before we got there, I mean, the things — 
the hoops they jump through to keep her from coming to the 
United States are unbelievable and it was apparent to me when I 
talked to her she was scared to death. 

Not only that. The religious police came in and threatened our 
meeting because Amjad’s mother didn’t have her head properly cov- 
ered during the meeting. I’m sure she was followed there because 
they came right in after she got there. 

Pat Roush, her two daughters. Alia and Aisha, were abducted by 
their Saudi father in 1986. Instead of allowing the daughters to 
meet with their mother in the United States, the Saudis sent them 
to London and pulled a publicity stunt at the very same time we 
were going over there. They got them out of the country and they 
had an entourage of men with them. And the way they were ques- 
tioned showed very clearly that they were subjective to the men be- 
cause when the men left the room — they were in the other room 
while they were questioning, when they came back in, they put on 
their abayas — it’s those things that cover them from head to toe — 
and they sat meekly in the back of the room while the husbands 
answered the questions on whether or not any of the statements 
could be made public. 

So they were intimidated, and they should have been allowed to 
come to the United States and meet with their mother and be ques- 
tioned here, but that wasn’t going to happen. 

And those are just the parents who testified before our commit- 
tee, and I guarantee you after having been over there myself with 
committee members, there are many more who are afraid to come 
forward. Some of them were threatened so severely when I talked 
to them over there that it was just unbelievable — I mean threat- 
ened with death and dismemberment and disfigurement. It was 
awful. 

Mr. Al-Jubeir talked a lot about all the progress the Saudis have 
made. He said they set up a commission and said they are working 
hard. This is simply one fact they can’t hide and that is, according 
to the State Department the Saudi Government has never returned 
a single kidnapped American child. Not one. Until the Saudis re- 
turn one of these children, all of their smooth talk is just a lot of 
hot air. 

Worse, they are actively working against the interests of some of 
those who were kidnapped. What happened to Pat Roush’s daugh- 
ter was just a PR stunt. 

It is no wonder the Saudis haven’t returned any kidnapped chil- 
dren. They can’t even answer the most basic questions, or they 
won’t. In August, we asked whether Michael Rives’ kidnapped chil- 
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dren were Saudi citizens or American citizens. Now it’s December 
and still no answer. Michael Rives is still waiting to get his kids 
back. 

We asked where Maureen Dabbagh’s kidnapped daughter is. The 
Saudis won’t even tell us what country she’s in, much less return 
her. Is that what they call progress? 

The bottom line is that we just can’t get a straight answer from 
the Saudi Government. That’s why we issued subpoenas to their 
lobbyists here in Washington. It’s not a step I wanted to take, but 
we have been getting so much double-talk and so much stuff in the 
media that is just not true, we had to try to find some way to verify 
the statements that are being made. 

We can’t subpoena the fathers who are hiding out in Saudi Ara- 
bia. The only avenue to try to find out if we’re being told the truth 
is to subpoena the lobbyists who are being paid to represent the 
Saudis and these PR people told us that they are working on the 
cases, but nothing ever happens. 

In October, we subpoenaed Michael Petruzzello to come and tes- 
tify, even though he is a paid representative getting about 
$200,000 a month from the Saudis. He told us he couldn’t speak 
for them. So we took the next step. We subpoenaed documents from 
the three main lobbyists who represent the Saudis, which I men- 
tioned earlier. If the internal documents match the public state- 
ments, then maybe some of their statements are true. But if the 
internal documents don’t match the public statements, then we will 
know the Saudis are trying to mislead the Congress, as we believe 
they have in the past, the mothers and the fathers and the children 
of the kidnapped children and the U.S. public. 

We have been told so many contradictory things that we have to 
have some way to assess their credibility. If we can’t conduct basic 
fact-finding and we can’t get the documents we need to determine 
the facts as they really are, then Congress cannot conduct over- 
sight; and it is just as simple as that. 

The main reason we are here today is that our subpoenas have 
not been complied with. To those who have observed our investiga- 
tions over the years, that shouldn’t come as any big surprise. I 
thought we heard just about every excuse in the book, but I was 
wrong. The Saudis have taken the position their lobbyist docu- 
ments are covered by the Vienna Convention on diplomatic rela- 
tions. 

I went into that earlier so I won’t continue with that, but I’ve got 
to tell you, our lawyers have checked on it. We have talked to law- 
yers from all of the leading institutions here in Washington and 
elsewhere and nobody agrees with the position they have taken. 
They are simply hiding behind something that they think will 
work. 

Today we are going to have Professor Eileen Denza of the Uni- 
versity College of London here. And I want to read to you a very 
short quote from her letter of November 18: “It is my opinion that 
the records which are subject to subpoenas from the Committee on 
Government Reform of the House of Representatives are not ar- 
chives or documents of the Saudi mission and so are not protected 
on the basis of inviolability from disclosure.” 
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Now this is not a trivial case. This affects a lot more than the 
committee’s investigation. If the Saudis’ position stands and if the 
documents of anyone who receives money or direction from an em- 
bassy are protected from law enforcement or from our government, 
it’s going to have very serious consequences. For instance, the For- 
eign Agents Registration Act will become a useless piece of paper. 
Under FARA, the Foreign Agents Registration Act, foreign agents, 
lobbyists or foreign governments have to register with the Justice 
Department. They have to preserve all of their records, which are 
open to inspection by the Justice Department at any time. 

Those are exactly the kinds of records we subpoenaed. If the 
records of the Saudi lobbyists are suddenly covered by the Vienna 
Convention, what’s going to happen the next time the Justice De- 
partment wants to inspect them? 

And these are very serious times we’re working in. We have ter- 
rorists around the world and got all things going on and the threat 
to the American public and our way of life. And if lobbyists can 
hide these things under the Vienna Convention, then how’s our 
government going to deal with it? 

One question I wanted to ask the lobbyists that have dodged our 
subpoenas is whether they still have the documents that FARA re- 
quires them to keep. If they don’t, then they’ve broken the law. 
And if they do, we ought to be able to get them through our sub- 
poena. It’s pretty clear that the Saudis have fabricated this argu- 
ment to protect embarrassing documents from disclosure. 

They can’t cite a single precedent, not one, for their claim. In 
fact, we found out last night that the Saudi Government has al- 
lowed the Justice Department to access records just like the ones 
we’re seeking and they’ve done that in the past. This makes a 
mockery of their claim. 

We received a report from the Justice Department’s Foreign 
Agents Inspection Unit. They inspected the records of Saudi lobby- 
ist Frederick Dutton. The report noted that the records were avail- 
able for inspection and contained many memos from the registrant 
to the Ambassador. The Saudis didn’t raise the Vienna Convention 
then. Why are they raising it now? And that’s something our gov- 
ernment ought to be very concerned about. Probably because they 
are hiding embarrassing documents. 

What if an embassy pays someone in the United States to con- 
duct espionage? That would make them a paid agent for a foreign 
embassy. Are they immune from prosecution? Do they not have to 
comply with lawful subpoenas? That would be the effect of the 
Saudi position. 

So for all these reasons, we can’t let this stand. We have to insist 
on compliance with these subpoenas for the sake of this investiga- 
tion into child abductions and because of these other serious issues 
that would arise if we let this precedent stand. That’s why I called 
before us today the three lobbyists and their legal representative. 

Now, they’re not here. They’re hiding someplace, possibly at the 
Saudi embassy. 

I want to finish my opening statement, and then I will let my 
colleagues make a statement. I want to finish my statement by 
showing a short video and I want to do this to remind everyone 
why this is so important. I want everyone to see one more time 
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what Maha Seramur said. Now this is the young lady that was — 
said one thing in Saudi Arabia, because she was threatened, and 
when she came here and was free to say what she wanted to, she 
said something entirely different because she wasn’t scared to 
death. 

So, with that, let’s roll the tape and let the American public 
hopefully see. 

[Videotape played.] 

Mr. Burton. I hope everyone got that, “If I had to go back to 
Saudi Arabia, I would kill myself.” And yet when she was in Saudi 
Arabia and was asked questions about whether or not she wanted 
to stay or leave, she said something entirely different. That gives 
you an idea of the kind of terror that these young people and these 
women live under over there. 

And I talked to some of these women, and I want to tell you, it’s 
not right for an American citizen to be treated that way by a for- 
eign government. They do not recognize U.S. law; it’s Saudi law, 
and the man rules. A woman can’t leave the house or can’t go to 
the bathroom unless he says it’s OK. 

And we did something about that in Afghanistan. We raised 
Cain. I watched Jay Leno’s wife talk about the horrible things that 
were going on in Afghanistan, where the women were treated like 
dirt. 

The same thing goes on in Saudi Arabia. If your ankles are 
showing, guys walk by, the religious police, and they smack you on 
the legs with whips. And if you do anything like show your head 
or face in public, you are subject to going to jail and you can be 
whipped up to 40 times with a whip while they hold the Koran 
under their arm. These are things that need to be known by the 
American people. 

If the Saudis want to do that to their women over there, I guess 
there’s not much we can do about that. But when we’re talking 
about American citizens and their kids, that’s dead wrong. 

Let’s watch now a short tape of Dria Davis. Dria’s mother and 
grandmother paid $200,000 to help her escape from Saudi Arabia 
after she was kidnapped by her father. I think they sold their 
house or mortgaged their house. Can you imagine that, having to 
sell your house to get your kid back? 

Her testimony says it all, when it comes to living as a young 
woman scared and isolated in Saudi Arabia. 

Play the tape. 

[Videotape played.] 

Mr. Burton. The young lady said it all. And they said one thing 
in Saudi Arabia and when they were here in a free country — these 
are American citizens; in a free country, they told the truth. And 
when Mr. Jubeir, Al-Jubeir, makes those statements like he has 
the last couple of days, I really get upset, because the media, while 
they try to keep everything as accurate as possible, are providing 
a forum for this guy, and he’s talking out of both sides of his 
mouth, day in and day out. 

And we need to hold them accountable; if they are an ally of the 
United States, then they should work with us to return American 
citizens to the United States. And if they are an ally of the United 
States, they should make darned sure that they are not allowing 
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any of their wealth to go to terrorist organizations that are endan- 
gering the security of this country. 

And I can tell you right now, they have not been doing that, and 
I doubt seriously if they plan to do it in the future. And that’s why 
our State Department is so important, that they keep the heat on 
them. 

I want to conclude my statement; and I am sorry, to my col- 
leagues, for talking so long. I want to thank Senator Lincoln for 
joining us today. 

It’s nice for you to come down from the high perch of the U.S. 
Senate to join us, but we really appreciate it. 

She has shown tremendous leadership over in the Senate in try- 
ing to help families of abducted children, and I’m glad she’s here, 
and I congratulate her for her hard work. She has also talked to 
Senator Lugar and Senator Biden, and she’s working very hard to 
have a hearing over there. So for you ladies who have been suffer- 
ing, you have somebody who is beating the drum over there pretty 
hard, and we are very proud of her and happy she’s here. 

I just wish you were a Republican. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Dan Burton follows:] 
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Opening Statement 
Chairman Dan Burton 
Committee on Government Reform 
“The Saudi Claim of Privilege; Must Saudi Lobbyists Comply with 
Subpoenas in the Committee’s Investigation of Child Abduction Cases?” 
December 4, 2002 


Good Morning. 

Today, we’re meeting once again to talk about a very important issue - iVnaerican 
children who’ve been abducted to Saudi Arabia. I didn’t really want to be here today. It’s 
December. Congress has adjourned. I have a lot of other work to do. 

But I feel like we’ve reached a stalemate on this issue - and I’m not going to just forget 
about it. 


We’ve seen very little progress at all from the Saudis on any of these cases. A couple of 
mothers have received phone calls, and that’s about it. The lobbyists for the Saudis have refused 
to comply with our subpoenas. The embassy continues to spread disinformation. That’s why 
we’re here today holding yet another hearing. 

One of the most frustrating things tome is that you just can’t get a straight answer from 
the Saudis. Their spokesman gave a press conference at their embassy yesterday. The things he 
said make it clear that they just don’t get it. 

He said that these cases are private matters -- that they have to be dealt with by the 
families. That’s just not true. These are American children who were kidnapped in violation of 
court orders. In many of these cases, arrest warrants have been issued for the fathers. In at least 
two cases that we know of, the Saudi Embassy helped the kidnappers by issuing Saudi passports 
fo the children. And they did it after they were informed that the children were not allowed to 
leave the country. So the Saudi government aided and abetted the kidnappings, and they are 
harboring the fugitives. That’s not a private matter. Their government has to take responsibility. 

Listen to what Prince Bandar wrote in the Wall Street Journal in September: 

"Some have charged that Saudi Arabia is holding Americans against their will. This is 
absolutely not true. " 

At one hearing alone, we heard from five parents who testified that their children are 
being held against their will. And that’s just the tip of the iceberg. Just in case anyone from the 
Saudi Embassy is paying attention today, I want to refresh their memory. 


- 1 - 
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• Joanna Tonetti Stevenson: Her three children, Rosemary, Sarah and Abdulaziz were 
kidnapped by their Saudi father in August 2000. 

• Michael Rives (Reeves): His two children, Lilly and Sami, were kidnapped to Saudi 
Arabia by their raotlter in July 2001. 

• Maureen Dabbagh: Her daughter Nadia was kidnapped to Saudi Arabia by her father in 
1992. 

• Margaret McClain: Her daughter Heidi was kidnapped by her Saudi father in August 
1997. 

• Sam Seramiir: Her three children, Safiah, Maha and Faisal, were abducted in 1994 by 
their Saudi father during a brief visit to Saudi Arabia. She has since been reunited with 
Maha, but her other two children are still being held in Saudi Arabia. 

• Debra Docekal: Her two children. Ramie and Suzanne, were abducted by their Saudi 
father in 1988 during a brief visit to Saudi Arabia. She has since been reunited with her 
son, but her daughter is still being held against her will in Saudi Arabia. 

• Monica Stowers: Her daughter, Amjad, has been held in Saudi Arabia since 1986. We 
met Amjad in August. The Saudis said they gave her a passport and allowed her to leave. 
But she was clearly intimidated. She was scared to death. 

• Pat Roush; Her two daughters. Alia and Aisha, were abducted by their Saudi father in 
1986. Instead of allowing her daughters to meet with their mother in the United States, 
the Saudis sent them to London and pulled a publicity stunt. 

Those are just the parents who have testified before our Committee. I guarantee you that 
there are many more who are afraid to come forward. 

Mr. Al-Juheir talked a lot about all of the progress the Saudis have made. He said they 
have set up a commission. He said they are working hard. There is one simple fact that they 
cannot hide: according to the State Department, the Saudi government has never returned a single 
kidnapped American child. Not one. Until the Saudis return one of these children, all of their 
smooth talk is just a lot of hot air. Worse, they are actively working against the interests of 

some who were kidnapped. What happened to Pat Roush’s Daughter was just a PR stunt. 

It’s no wonder the Saudis haven’t returned any kidnapped children. They can’t even 
answer the most basic questions - or they won’t. In August, we asked whether Michael Rives’ 
(Reeves’) kidnapped children were Saudi citizens or American citizens. Now it’s December. 
Still no answer. Michael Rives is still waiting to get his kids back. We asked where Maureen 
Dabbagli’s kidnapped daughter is. The Saudis won’t even tell us what country she’s in, much 
less return her. Is this what they call progress? 

The bottom line is that we just can’t get a straight answer from the Saudi government. 
That’s why we issued subpoenas to their Washington lobbyists. It’s not a step 1 really wanted to 
take. But we’ve been getting so much double talk, we have to have some way to try to verify the 
statements that are being made. We can’t force the Saudi diplomats to testify. We can’t 
subpoena the fathers, who are hiding out in Saudi Arabia. The only avenue to try to find out if 
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we’re being told the truth is to subpoena the lobbyists who are being paid to represent the Saudis. 
These PR people told us that they were working on the cases. But nothing ever happens. 

In October, we subpoenaed Michael Petruzello to come in and testify. Even though hets 
a paid representative of the Saudi Embassy, he told us he couldn’t speak for them. So we took 
the next step. We subpoenaed documents from the three main lobbyists who represent the 
Saudis. If the internal documents match the public statements, then maybe some of their 
statements are true. If the internal documents don’t match the public statements, then we’ll know 
that the Saudis arc trying to mislead the Congress, the mothers and fathers of kidnapped children, 
and the public. 

We’ve been told so many contradictory things that we have to have some way to assess 
their credibility. If we can’t conduct basic fact-finding, and if we can’t get the documents we 
need to determine what the facts really are, then Congress can’t conduct oversight - it’s as simple 
as that. 


The main reason we’re here today is that our subpoenas haven’t been complied with. To 
those who’ve observed our investigations over the years, that shouldn’t come as any big surprise. 
3 thought we’d heard just about every excuse in the book, but I was wrong. 

The Saudis have taken the position that their lobbyists’ documents are covered by the 
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. That’s an interesting theory. The problem is that 
nobody but the Saudis or their lawyers buy it. Today, we’re going to hear from one of the 
world’s foremost authorities on the Vienna Convention ~ Professor Eileen Denza of University 
College London. I want to read you a very short quote from her letter of November 18: 

"It is my opinion that the records which are the subject of subpoenas from the Committee 
on Government Reform of the House of Representatives are not archives or documents of the 
Saudi mission and so not protected on the basis of inviolability from disclosure. " 

This is not a trivial issue. This affects a lot more than this Committee’s investigation. If 
the Saudi’s position stands, and if the documents of anyone who receives money or direction 
from an embassy are protected from law enforcement, it’s going to have serious consequences. 

For instance, the Foreign Agents Registration Act will become a useless piece of paper. 
Under FARA, foreign agents - lobbyists for foreign governments - have to register with the 
Justice Department. They have to preserve all of their records, which are open to inspection to 
the Justice Department at any time. Those are exactly the kinds of records we subpoenaed. If the 
records of the Saudi lobbyists are suddenly covered by the Vienna Convention, what’s going to 
happen the next time the Justice Department wants to inspect them? 

One question I wanted to ask the lobbyists that have dodged our subpoena is whether they 
still have the documents that F.ARA requires them to keep. If not, they have broken the law. 
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It’s pretty clear that the Saudis have fabricated this argument to protect embarrassing 
documents from disclosure. They can’t cite a single precedent for their claim. In fact, we found 
out last night that the Saudi government has allowed the Justice Department to access records 
just like the ones we’re seeking. This makes a mockery of their claim. We received a report 
from the Justice Department’s foreign agents inspection unit. They inspected the records of 
Saudi lobbyist Frederick Dutton. The report noted frjat the records were available for inspection, 
and “contained many memos from the registrant to the Ambassador.” The Saudis didn’t raise the 
Vienna Convention then. Why are they raising it now? Probably because they’re hiding 
embarrassing documents. 

'What if an embassy pays someone in the United States to conduct espionage? That 
would make them a paid agent for a foreign embassy. Are they immune from prosecution? Do 
they not have to comply with lawful subpoenas? That would be the effect of the Saudi position. 

So for all these reasons, we can’t let this stand. We have to insist on compliance with 
these subpoenas - for the sake of this investigation into child abductions, and because of these 
other serious issues that would arise if we let this precedent stand. That why I’ve called before 
us today the tliree lobbyists and their legal representative. 

Let me just repeat that this is not how I wanted to handle this. At the very outset, I was 
hoping that the Saudis would cooperate with us and we could resolve some of these cases. 1 flew 
all the way to Saudi Arabia to try to work with them. Boy was I mistaken. My staff told their 
staff we would have one simple request - reunite the kidnapped children with their U.S. parent 
for a visit That would have at least started the ball rolling. But they pulled a PR stunt with Pal 
Roush’s girls and scared Amjad Radwan into silence. And then they accused me of a million 
dollar bribe. It wasjustbad faitlt. That’s all. 

I want to finish my statement by showing a short video. I want to do this to remind 
everyone why tliis is so important. I want everyone to see one more time what Maha Seramur 
said. She had just escaped from her Saudi father. She wasn’t sure if she was going to be sent 
back or not. So she wanted to make siue her true feelings were recorded on tape. 

[Play Tape] 

Now I’m going to show a short tape of Dria Davis. Her mother and Grandmother paid $200,000 
to help her escape from Saudi Arabia after she was kidnapped by her father. Her testimony says 
it all when it comes to living as a young woman - scared and isolated - in Saudi Arabia. 

[Play Tape] 

As I conclude my statement, I want to thank Senator Lincoln for Joining us today. She 
has shown tremendous leadership over in the Senate in trying to help families of abducted 
children, and I want to welcome her today and congratulate her for her hard work. 


- 4 - 
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Burton Challenges Saudi Lobbyists' 
Claim of Privilege in Abduction Cases 

Washington, D.C. - Chairman Dan Burton (R-IN) will 
convene the House Government Reform Committee this 
week to examine the recent claim of privilege by Saudi 
lobbyists who have refused to supply the Committee with 
subpoenaed records that involve the illegal kidnappings of 
American citizens to Saudi Arabia. 

The Committee on Government Reform will hold a hearing 
entitled. "The Saudi Claim of Privilege: Must Saudi 
Lobbyists Comply with Subpoenas in the Committee's 
Investigation of Child Abduction Cases?" on December 4, 
2002, at 10;00 a.m., in Room 2154 of the Rayburn House 
Office Building. 

"The Committee has been investigating cases in which U.S. 
citizens have been kidnapped to Saudi Arabia or otherwise 
held against their will in Saudi Arabia. The Committee has 
held three days of hearings on this issue, and in late August, 
Chairman Burton led a Congressional delegation to Saudi 
Arabia to raise this issue with senior Saudi government 
officials. 

To date, the three Washington based lobbying firms of 
Qorvis Communications, Patton Boggs, LLP, and the 
Gallagher Group, have refused to comply with Congressional 
subpoenas aid have claimed that under the Vienna 
Convention on Diplomatic Relations, their documents are 
"archives and documents" of the Saudi Embassy, and are 
thus "inviolable." Chairman Burton believes there is no 
precedent for this claim of privilege. Furthermore, the 
Chairman believes that the claim of privilege, if allowed to 
stand, would have disasrtous consequences for law 
enforcement investigations of terrorism and espionage. 

For more information on this Saudi investigation, please visit 
the House Government Reform’s website at 
www.reform.house.gov. 
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Mr. Burton. With that, would you like to make a statement, 
Senator Lincoln? 

Senator Lincoln. Mr. Chairman, I first want to commend your 
leadership on the issue of child abductions and the wrongful deten- 
tion of U.S. citizens in Saudi Arabia. You mentioned that it’s nor- 
mally a break time for us here in Washington and that everybody 
is scattered far and wide as far as our colleagues are concerned. 
But this is a very important issue and it is our job to make sure 
that we continue to address this issue and bring it to the light of 
the American people and the people abroad to better understand 
what has happened to these American citizens. 

You, Mr. Chairman, have been a true champion of the most vul- 
nerable among us; and I am personally grateful for the chairman’s 
efforts. I think he has led very, very well the campaign here to 
bring about and bring to light the facts that are involved in these 
specific cases but, more importantly, in the overall unfortunate cir- 
cumstances that so many American citizens have found themselves 
in. 

I also appreciate your willingness to allow me to participate in 
this hearing today to introduce a constituent of mine, Margaret 
McClain, who I think has done a fabulous job in working with our 
office and has just persevered under unbelievable circumstances. 

I am delighted to join my former colleagues in the House, the fun 
body — how’s that — and delighted to be back over on this side and 
appreciate the working relationship that we have and I hope that 
we can continue that in the new year as we look for bringing up 
hearings in the Senate and bringing a greater awareness to my 
Senate colleagues about these issues so we can combine our efforts 
and get some results. 

As I mentioned, Margaret McClain, who is with us today, is a 
resident of Jonesboro, Arkansas; and Ms. McClain’s Heidi Al- 
Omary was abducted in Arkansas at the age of 5 by her noncusto- 
dial Saudi-born father, Abdulbasset Al-Omary, and taken to Saudi 
Arabia in 1997. I would like to point out that Mr. Al-Omary used 
our system of justice, he used our court system to gain access to 
his daughter. In pleading with the judge to ask for those unsuper- 
vised visits, he used our justice system and then immediately 
turned in complete disregard and thumbed his nose at the very jus- 
tice system that provided him that ability to have those visits with 
his child. And I think that is something that we must focus on, is 
this complete disregard of our justice system that is there to pro- 
tect our citizens of this country. 

At the time of the abduction, Ms. McClain had legal custody of 
Heidi and Mr. Al-Omary was permitted unsupervised visitation 
against the will of Ms. McClain, I believe. In July of this year, Ms. 
McClain was permitted to travel to Saudi Arabia to visit with her 
daughter, who is now 10 years old, for approximately 3 hours. 

My colleague. Congresswoman Maloney, mentioned when I 
stepped up to the dais here, as a mother I could understand these 
issues; and she is so right. My heart and my prayers and my 
thoughts and my compassion have gone out not only to Mrs. 
McClain but to all of these other parents who have suffered this 
incredible separation from their children. 
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Prior to this visitation in July, Ms. McClain had not seen or spo- 
ken to her daughter since Heidi was unlawfully taken from the 
United States. Even though I know that Ms. McClain was relieved 
to see her daughter after 5 years of separation, her painful experi- 
ence is something no law-ahiding parent should ever have to en- 
dure. 

I have become actively involved in Heidi’s case because I am out- 
raged. I am outraged that the Saudi Arabians continue to invoke 
its law and its customs to detain my constituent Heidi Al-Omary 
in blatant violation of U.S. law and a valid court order. The very 
court system that Mr. Al-Omary used to gain access to his child is 
now completely disregarded. 

I recognize that the issue of international child abduction is not 
limited to Saudi Arabia. We know that there are horrific situations 
all across the globe. However, the status of female abductees in the 
Kingdom is quite unique, since under Saudi law and custom 
women have very limited autonomy and will never have a mean- 
ingful opportunity to leave, even as adults, if we are unable to get 
them as children. And the chairman has made many references to 
the circumstances and the concerns, the problems that these young 
women and these young girls face as women in this country. 

Moreover, Mr. Chairman, as I have become more familiar with 
the specific facts of Heidi’s case and others, I have sadly concluded 
that our own government has failed to represent the interests of 
abducted children adequately. Perhaps most telling in Heidi’s case 
is the fact that even though Heidi, a U.S. citizen, was kidnapped 
in August 1997, our government did not formally ask that she be 
returned until October 2002. How inexcusable on our part is that? 

For too long it seems that the U.S. Government’s role in these 
cases has been to maximize visitation and contacts between U.S. 
parents and their abducted children in an effort to avoid confronta- 
tion with foreign governments. It is sad to say that neither I nor 
Ms. McClain are satisfied with that approach. It is absolutely unac- 
ceptable. I firmly believe that our policy should be to aggressively 
seek to recover abducted children who are American citizens being 
held against their will, especially when they are taken to a country 
that displays contempt for the basic values that we all cherish as 
Americans. 

I, for one, am not prepared to accept any result short of the re- 
covery of Heidi from Saudi Arabia. Ms. McClain, I join you in that 
fight; and you know that I will be there with you. And I will join 
the rest of these members here as we work toward that end. I am 
monitoring the progress of Heidi’s case personally, and I fully in- 
tend to hold the Saudi Government and the Bush administration 
accountable to bringing this matter to a satisfactory conclusion. I 
discussed Heidi’s case at length with Secretary Powell on the 
phone, and he has assured me that he will be personally involved 
in resolving her case. 

It’s my understanding that the Saudi Government is currently 
unwilling to pressure Saudi parents who have abducted American 
children to comply with that of U.S. custody orders. If the adminis- 
tration is unable to persuade the Saudi Government to reverse its 
position in these cases, others are prepared to take steps in Con- 
gress to ensure that the Saudi Government is fully aware that its 
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current policy is absolutely unacceptable. To this end, Mr. Chair- 
man, I was pleased to join you in introducing legislation this year 
that gives the Secretary of State additional authority to deny visas 
to the extended family members and employers of child abductors. 

In addition, I believe the Embassy Sanctuary Resolution that we 
drafted is an important statement that our government is commit- 
ted to protecting the rights of American citizens abroad. We never 
want to see that case happen again where American citizens and 
American children are taken to a U.S. Embassy abroad and denied 
sanctuary and actually removed by military. I look forward to 
working with you, Mr. Chairman, and all of the others again next 
year on these and other legislative proposals to help resolve paren- 
tal kidnapping cases worldwide. 

In closing, I want to express my appreciation to Margaret 
McClain and to Pat Roush for their willingness to come forward 
and share their painful stories today. The fortitude and the perse- 
verance they have exhibited under the most difficult of cir- 
cumstances is truly inspiring to all of us. I believe the hearing you 
have convened today will shed light on one of the many obstacles 
they face in being reunited with their children. And while I am not 
intimately familiar with every detail of the subpoenas that issued 
today, I share your concern about the broad scope about the privi- 
lege being asserted and how that can impede in the future our abil- 
ity in Congress to protect the rights of citizens, American citizens 
now, in the future and certainly in term of our own security in this 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank you for your unbelievable tenacity in this 
issue in working through this; and I would like to remind all of us 
and especially the Saudis, who we would like to see as an ally and 
as a friend, as a good neighbor that we could work with in many 
of the compromising situations we see across the globe today, but 
I must remind all of us that a friendship and an alliance is built 
on mutual respect. And until we can gain the same kind of respect 
for our laws and our citizens as we provide to those Saudis that 
live in their own country in respect for their law and respect for 
their customs, it’s going to be hard to understand any type of 
friendship that will take us forward in the 21 Century. So I hope 
we can gain that respect and that working relationship with the 
Saudi Government to move forward and bring resolution to these 
heart-wrenching situations and cases that we have seen and we 
have heard from these incredible women today and in the past. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for allowing me to be a part of this; 
and I look forward to working with you next year as we continue 
in our struggle to make sure that the American people and the 
Senate and the House are doing all that we can to assist these fam- 
ilies. 

[The prepared statement of Senator Lincoln follows:] 
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Statement of Senator Blanche Lincoln 
House Committee on Government Reform 
December 4, 2002 at 10:00 a.m. 


Mr. Chairman, first I want to commend your leadership on the 
issue of child abductions and wrongful detentions of U.S. citizens 
in Saudi Arabia. 

You have been a true champion of the most vulnerable among us 
and I am personally grateful for your efforts. 

Also, 1 greatly appreciate your willingness to allow me to 
participate in this hearing to introduce a constituent of mine, 
Margaret McClain. 

Margaret McClain is a resident of Jonesboro, Arkansas. Ms. 
McClain’s daughter, Heidi Al-Omary, was abducted in Arkansas at 
the age of 5 by her non-custodial, Saudi-bom father, Abdulbasset 
Al-Omary, and taken to Saudi Arabia in 1997. 
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At the time of the abduction, Ms. McClain had legal custody of 
Heidi and Mr. Al-Omary was permitted unsupenised visitation. 

In July, Ms. McClain was permitted to travel to Saudi Arabia to 
visit with her daughter, who is now 10 years old, for approximately 
three hours. 

Prior to that visitation, Ms. McClain had not seen or spoken to her 
daughter since Heidi was unlawfully taken from the United States. 

Even though I know Ms. McClain was relieved to see her daughter 
after 5 years of separation, her painful experience is something no 
law' abiding parent should ever have to endure. 

I have become actively involved in Heidi’s case because I am 
outraged that Saudi Arabia continues to invoke its law and religion 
to detain my constituent, Heidi A!-Omary, in blatant violation of 
U.S. law and a valid court order. 

1 recognize that the issue of international child abduction is not 
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limited to Saudi Arabia, 

However, the status of female abductees in the Kingdom is quite 
unique since under Saudi law and custom women have very 
limited autonomy and most likely will never have a meaningful 
opportunity to leave - even as adults. 

Moreover, Mr. Chairman, as I have become more familiar with the 
specific facts of Heidi’s case and others, I have sadly concluded 
that our own government has failed to represent the interests of 
abducted children adequately. 

Perhaps most telling in Heidi’s case is the fact that even though 
Heidi, a U.S. citizen, was kidnaped in August, 1997, our 
government did not formally ask that she be returned until 
October... 2002! 

For too long, it seems the U.S. government’s goal in these cases 
has been to maximize visitation and contact between U.S. parents 
and their abducted children in an effort to avoid confrontation with 
foreign governments. 
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It is safe to say that neither I nor Ms. McClain are satisfied with 
that approach. 

I firmly believe that our policy should be to aggressively seek to 
recover abducted children, especially when they are taken to a 
country that displays contempt for the basic values we cherish as 
Americans. 

I, for one, am not prepared to accept any result short of the 
recovery of Heidi from Saudi Arabia. 

I am monitoring the progress of Heidi’s case personally and I fully 
intend to hold the Saudi government and the Bush Administration 
accountable for bringing this matter to a satisfactory conclusion. 

I have discussed Heidi’s case at length with Secretary Powell and 
he has assured me that he will be personally involved in resolving 
her case. 
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It is my understanding that the Saudi government is currently 
unwilling to pressure Saudi parents who have abducted American 
children to comply with valid U.S. custody orders. 

If the Administration is unable to persuade the Saudi government 
to reverse its position in these cases, I and others are prepared to 
take steps in Congress to ensure the Saudi government is fully 
aware that its current policy is unacceptable. 

To this end, Mr. Chairman, 1 w'as pleased to join you in introducing 
legislation this year that gives the Secretary of State additional 
authority to deny visas to the extended family members and 
employers of child abductors. 

In addition, 1 believe the Embassy Sanctuary' Resolution we drafted 
is an important statement that our government is committed to 
protecting the rights of American citizens abroad. 

I look forward to working with you again next year on these and 
other legislative proposals to help resolve parental kidnaping cases 
worldwide. 
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In closing, Mr. Chaimian, 1 want to express my appreciation to 
Margaret McClain and Pat Roush for their willingness to come 
forward and share their painful stories today. 

The fortitude and perseverance they have exhibited under the most 
difficult circumstances is inspiring. 

I believe the hearing you have convened today will shed light on 
one of the many obstacles they face in being reunited with their 
children. 

While 1 am not intimately familiar with every detail of the 
subpoenas at issue today, I share your concern about the broad 
scope of the privilege being asserted and how that can impede our 
ability in Congress to protect the rights of American citizens now 
and in the future. 

Thank you, Mr. Chainnan. 
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Mr. Burton. Thank you, Senator Lincoln. 

I just would like to say that if the Saudis are paying attention, 
and I have a sneaking suspicion that they are, that this is not a 
partisan issue. We have Democrats and Republicans who agree 100 
percent on this. I think it is the vast majority of both the House 
and the Senate. So they ought to be aware that this is not an issue 
that is going to go away. 

With that, my good friend, Mrs. Maloney, is here; and you are 
recognized. 

Mrs. Maloney. Thank you Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to applaud your extraordinary leadership on this 
issue and the vaccines, for personally going to Saudi Arabia and 
meeting with the children, for introducing legislation and for con- 
tinuing to work on this even as we are on break. 

And to my dear, good friend and former colleague, we came to 
Congress together. Blanche left to have her two children, and I am 
really happy that you have come back to the Senate. She has intro- 
duced the Burton bill in the Senate; and not only will she be help- 
ing Heidi return to her mother, but this broader bill will really 
help all American children get back to their homes. 

I think that’s very, very important; and I am very proud to be 
working with Mr. Burton as the lead Democratic sponsor on H.R. 
5715, which works to help these parents whose children have been 
abducted and taken overseas. This bill expands the classification of 
who can be denied visas from the immediate family of child abduc- 
tors to the extended family and employers in order to put pressure 
on the abductor to resolve these cases. 

I would like to further note that we have heard testimony from 
former Ambassador Mabus that denying visas to the families of ab- 
ductors can put pressure on the abductors; and, unfortunately. Am- 
bassador Mabus left the U.S. Embassy shortly after instituting this 
policy. We hope to pass this bill in the next Congress and have this 
as a policy that will help families, American families. 

After all this moving testimony on Heidi and the two films that 
Mr. Burton shown, I want to remind everyone why we are here 
today. We are here to debate whether or not these three public re- 
lation firms representing the Saudi Government must release the 
subpoenaed documents. But we must not forget that the real rea- 
son we are here is because American children have been torn apart 
from their parents and are being held against their will in a for- 
eign country that does not observe them any rights American citi- 
zens enjoy in our own country. 

I have said over the course of these hearings that our witnesses 
have presented wrenching accounts, and I would like to thank the 
two witnesses today for your willingness to share them with us. 

I would like to state that I believe the Government Reform Com- 
mittee acted well within its jurisdiction when it requested the doc- 
uments in question. Over the course of these hearings, we have 
been unsatisfied, to say the least, with the level of cooperation and 
amount of information provided to us by the Saudi Government. At 
times, information has been withheld. In other cases, information 
has been patently false. This is unacceptable. I strongly believe 
that if there is one sentence in all these documents that might help 
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return one child to his or her mother, then these records must be 
released. 

Second, the Saudi Government has provided a weak interpreta- 
tion of the Vienna Convention to support their case. The Conven- 
tion has rules and procedures that govern the privileges and immu- 
nities of diplomatic missions. However, there is nothing in the trea- 
ty which would extend these diplomatic privileges to outside agents 
of the mission. In other words, these three lobbying firms should 
not be accorded any special privilege under the Convention. 

In addition, these three firms are registered under the Foreign 
Agents of Registration Act, known as FARA, which requires reg- 
istrants to keep records and preserve written communication so 
these records can be made available to the Justice Department 
upon request. The Saudi Government claims that if there is any 
discrepancy between the Vienna Convention and FARA, the Con- 
vention should take precedence. To that I say that FARA has been 
in place for over 60 years and has proved critical over the years, 
and I am certain that these three firms were aware of the require- 
ments of FARA, and I am disgusted by their decision to deny U.S. 
law and to not comply. 

Finally, we are in a period when our countries require greater co- 
operation and greater disclosure of information. V^ile I am trou- 
bled by the Saudi government’s refusal to release these documents, 
I am hopeful we can work together to achieve greater cooperation, 
transparency and ultimately to resolve these tragic family situa- 
tions. These families, these children have a right to know what is 
contained in these documents; and I look forward to the hearing. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I would like permission to place into the 
record an article that is in the — this is the Washington Post today, 
and I think it’s directly related to what we are working on today. 
It’s called, Saudis Deny Dragging Feet on Terrorism. 

[The information referred to follows:] 
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washingtonpost.com 

Saudis Deny Dragging Feet on Terrorism 

Ad\Tser Says Kingdom Is Monitonng Chariti^ 

By Jchn Mintz 

Washington Post Staff Writer 

Wednesday. December 4, 2002; Page AlO 

The Saudi government kicked off an aggressive public relations offensive yesterday, denying it has 
dragged its feet in fighting terrorism and announcing a series of steps taken since Sept. 1 1 to ensure 
that al Qaeda does not receive funds from the kingdom's Muslim charities. 

Adel al'Jubeir, a top foreign policy adviser to the de facto Saudi ruler, Crown Prince Abdullah, said at 
a news conference at the Saudi Embassy in Washington that some of the hundreds of millions of 
dollars that flow overseas through Saudi charities every year may have gone to the al Qaeda terrorist 
network. But he said his nation is doing everything it can to choke off the movement of Saudi 
charitable money to ten'orists. 

"We cannot allow our money to be used to murder people," al-Jiibeir told rqjorters. 

Allegations that the Saudis are soft on terrorism are wrong and have created a frenzy of anti-Saudi 
publicity, al-Jubeir said. ”We believe our counti'y has been unfairly maligned. It's ‘Let's bash the 
Saudis’ time." Some of the charges "border on hate" against Muslims, he said. In Ws 20 years here, he 
said, "I've never seen this in America." 

In a report released yesterday, the Saudis detailed numerous measures they have taken since the Sept. 

1 1 , 2001 , terror attacks to keep better track of charities and prevent their fiinds from going to Osama 
bin Laden's organization. The steps include ordering financial audits of Saudi charities; creating a 
government agency to oversee their activities; setting up a new financial intelligence unit to monitor 
the movement of charitable funds; and establishing new imles for sending humanitarian donations 
outside the counny. 

Tire Saudi report said that since Sept. 1 1 , Riyadh has fi-ozcn 33 suspicious accounts, together worth 
S5.6 million, belonging to three individuals. One of those individuals, al-Jubeir said, is Yasin al-Qadi, 
a Saudi millionaire and philanthropist who has been listed by U.S. officials as a terrorist financier. He 
has denied the assertion. 

Al-Jubeir, who acts as the embassy’s main spokesman, said that since the attacks on the World Trade 
Center and the Pentagon, the Saudi regime has questioned more than 2,000 people about possible ties 
to al Qaeda and has more than 100 people in custody. 

Praising President Bush for saying the war on terrorism is not an attack on Muslims, he called Bush "a 
God-fearing man, an honorable man.” 

Officials of the State and Treasury departments yesterday praised Saudi cooperation in war on 
terror. "We very much applaud the Saudi efforts," Treasury spokeswoman Michele Davis said. 

Of a total $3 billion to $4 billion in Saudi annual charitable donations, only about 10 percent is sent 
overseas, al-Jubeir said. Althougli the government has found no evidence that money is flowing 
directly from Saudi individuals or organizations to terrorists, al-Jubeir said, he acknowledged some of 
the contributions may have indirectly or "inadvertently" ended up in leirorist coffers. 

U.S. government officials and teirorism experts say the Saudis must tread lightly in moving against 
Muslim charities because of anti-American and anti-Jewish currents in Saudi society and the high 
regard many Saudis have for Muslim extremists. 
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washi3igtonpost.com: Saudis Deny Dragging Feel on Terrorism http:/.'www.washingtonpost.com/ac2/>Ap-dyn/A5602-2002Dec3?lan.. 

Just days ago, for example, Saudi Prince Nayef, minister of the inierior, told a Kuwaiti newspaper that 
the Sept. 11 bombings were not instigated by a group of 19 hijackers that include 15 Saudis, but by 
Zionists. 

"We put big question marks and ask, who committed the events of Sept. II, and who benefited from 
them?" Prince Nayef told the newspaper al-Siyassa. "I think they [Zionists] are behind these events." 

He said he "greatly suspected" that terrorist organizations "have relations with foreign intelligence that 
ivorked against Arabs and Muslims, topped by Israeli intelligence," the newspaper said. "He noted 
that it is impossible that 19 youths including . . . Saudis carried out the operation of September 1 1, or 
that bin Laden or the al-Qaeda organization did that alone." 

Rep. Eliot L. Engel (D-N.Y.), a fi-^uent Saudi critic, yesterday denounced Nayef for the comments. 

"Does this Saudi minister sound like a partner in the war against terrorism?" he asked. 

© 2002 The Washington Post Company 
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Mrs. Maloney. If they can deny information on domestic individ- 
ual cases, then they can deny information on alleged activities of 
their charities, on alleged activities of funding suicide bombers and 
other information that has been disturbingly exposed by the press 
in this country; and I feel it is extremely important to the families, 
but it is also important in our cooperation in our fight against ter- 
rorism. 

So, again, I thank you for really putting — you didn’t just put one 
finger in — ^you know, the old game, hokey-pokey — ^you put your 
whole body into this issue and have been working very hard; and 
we appreciate it. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Carolyn B. Maloney follows:] 
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Statement of Congresswoman Carolyn B. Maloney 
Full Committee Government Reform Hearing 
The Saudi Claim of Privilege: Must Saudi Lobbyists Comply w ith Subpoenas in the 
Committee’s Investigation of Child Abduction Cases?” 

December 4, 2002 


Mr. Chairman, 

Fd like to thank you for 
holding this hearing today 
and for keeping the focus 
on this important issue. 

Fm proud to be the lead Democrat on 
your billjf (HR 5715) which works to 
help those parents whose children have 
been abducted and taken overseas. 

I would like to remind 
everyone why we are 
here today. 

We will debate whether 
or not these three public 
relations firms representing 
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the Saudi government 
must release the subpoenaed 
documents, 

but we must not forget that 
the real reason we are 
here is because American children 
have been tom apart from 
their parents and are being 
held against their will in a 
foreign country that does 
not observe the many rights 
American citizens enjoy 
in this country. 

I have said over the course 
of these hearings that our 
witnesses have presented 
wrenching accounts and 
I would like to thank you 
for your willingness to 
share them with us. 


First, I would like to state that 



1279 


I believe that the Government Reform 

Committee acted well 

within its jurisdiction 

when it requested the 

documents in question. 

Over the course of these hearings, 
we have been unsatisfied 
with the level of cooperation 
and amount of information provided 
to us by the Saudi government. 

At times, information has 
been withheld, 
in other cases, information 
has been patently false. 

This is unacceptable. 

I strongly believe that 
if there is just one sentence 
in all of these documents 
that might return one child 
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to his or her mother, 

then these records must be released. 

Second, the Saudi government 
has provided a weak interpretation 
of the Vienna Convention 
to support its case. 

The Convention has rules 
and procedures that govern 
the privileges and immunities 
of diplomatic missions. 

However, there is nothing 
in the treaty which would 
extend these diplomatie privileges 
and immunities to outside 
agents of mission. 

In other words, 

these three lobbying firms 

should not be accorded 

any special privilege under the Convention. 
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In addition, these three firms 

are registered under the 

Foreign Agents of Registration Act (FARA) 

which requires registrants 

to keep records and preserve 

written communication so 

that these records can be 

made available to the 

Justice Department upon request. 

The Saudi government claims 
that if there is any discrepancy 
between the Vienna Convention 
and FARA, 

the convention should take precedence. 

To that, I say that FARA has been 

in place for over 60 years 

and has proven critical over the years. 

1 am certain that these three 
firms were aware of the requirements 
of FARA and am disgusted by 
their decision to defy U.S. law. 
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Finally, we are in a period when 
our countries require greater 
cooperation and greater disclosure of 
information. 

While I am troubled by the Saudi 
government’s refusal to release 
these documents, 1 am hopeful that 
we can work together to achieve 
greater transparency and ultimately 
resolve these tragic situations. 

These families, these children, 
have a right to know what is 
contained in these documents. 


Thank you. 
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Mr. Burton. You have to explain to me what that game was. 
You put one finger in and put one finger out. You put one foot in 
and one foot out. You put the whole body in. It’s a compliment. 

Ms. Norton. I’ll rescue you from that lesson you were about to 
receive from my good colleague. 

Let me thank you, Mr. Chairman, for what can only be called te- 
nacious work and follow through on an issue where you have been 
resisted at every turn. I think that your failure to be deterred 
sends an important lesson to the Saudis, a lesson I hope the Con- 
gress and the committee will follow through in the next Congress 
and especially as we learn more, as we will today, about the con- 
sequences of Saudi action. 

I think we are all going to see a response from the American peo- 
ple that will — that can even move the Saudis. And I say that, Mr. 
Chairman, because I recognize that the time of this hearing is en- 
tirely coincidental, but I think we have seen what the Saudi Gov- 
ernment will do when there is, in fact, pressure. The firestorm that 
erupted about funds that apparently made their way from the Am- 
bassador’s wife to the realm of the hijackers and the outrage of the 
American people on that brought forth the foreign policy advisor, 
Mr. Al-Jubeir, to voluntarily offer up apparently all kinds of infor- 
mation about funding — about what the Saudi Arabia — what the 
Saudi Government has done to trace these funds and to make sure 
that these charities are, in fact, not contributing to terrorism. I 
haven’t seen this document, but I do know that they weren’t willing 
to say very much about this until, in fact, this caught the attention 
of the press and of the American people. 

Now there was a lot of spin in Mr. Al-Jubeir’s press conference, 
and he is a master of that. He uses the English language better 
than most Americans. And when he slips, he says, oh, you have to 
forgive me. My English is a little rusty. This is a man who is abso- 
lutely and totally immersed in American culture. He must under- 
stand and indeed the entire sophisticated Saudi power structure 
must understand, therefore, because of their familiarity with our 
country, how outrageous these crimes are. And what we are deal- 
ing with are certainly crimes. 

We are taught that we have got to understand that when you go 
into these countries where people have different cultures we can’t 
change peoples’ cultures by ourselves. I couldn’t agree more. I think 
we have to follow the lead of those in those countries who would 
change those cultures. But, Mr. Chairman, they are now messing 
with our culture and with our children and our laws. This is no 
longer a case of you’re dealing with the Saudis and how they deal 
with things. They have not only implicated us in our laws; they are 
in direct violation of our laws. They have shown no respect for our 
people as American citizens. They have enslaved some of our chil- 
dren, kidnapped some of our children and their families, forced 
marriage on some of our children. The notion that we would abide 
this and that our own government would be complicity in it is a 
complete and total outrage. 

Now your hearings have begun to begin the kind of exposure to 
this problem that all the subpoenas in the world that they refuse 
to honor may not do. Because that exposure, I think, is ultimately 
going to get the kind of response from the American people that 
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the scandal about the funds of recent days got with some results, 
apparently, from the Saudi Government. 

I regard this issue involving our families and our children as a 
real task for the Saudis and their relationship to the United States 
of America. They claim to be allies. They have indeed been allies 
in many ways. There is a kind of reciprocal dependence: We need 
their oil; we need their bases. In all such relationships you look for 
a win-win. When it comes to our children and what is happening 
to these families, this is a win-lose. The State Department has — 
can cite no single instance in which a child has been returned. 
That’s what I mean by win-lose. We are losing 100 percent. 

What are we going to do about it? The chairman has said, let’s 
subpoena the records, and we get the kind of legal obfuscation that 
perhaps we should have expected. I expect a number of things will 
happen. There may be a way to turn to the courts and get damages 
and other remedies from the courts. There must be treaty obliga- 
tions involved here. This is an ally where we must have all manner 
of treaties when those kinds of violations occur. Surely there are 
remedies that our government can be forced to pursue. 

Mr. Chairman, there is about to commence an independent inves- 
tigation of September 11th that members of the oversight commit- 
tees in the House and Senate recently opposed, that the President 
of the United States opposed. Why is there now going to be an 
independent investigation of September 11th? Because the families 
who were victimized by September 11th demanded it. 

I regard this as an issue which can be resolved if the families 
who have come forward today, the families that we have heard 
from before and the other families implicated do for this issue what 
the September 11th families have done to get an independent in- 
vestigation of the events and the responsibility leading up to Sep- 
tember 11th. So I don’t think we should be discouraged that we 
don’t get voluntary cooperation from the Saudi Government or from 
those involved. 

I believe that your work, Mr. Chairman, in bringing the families 
forward, the public exposure that gives this issue so that the Amer- 
ican people can understand what is happening, will lead to a reso- 
lution of this issue if we continue to do the work that you have 
begun. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mrs. Eleanor Holmes Norton. 

We will now go to our witnesses. Would you all rise, please, and 
be sworn. 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

Mr. Burton. Be seated. 

Well, we have had you, Ms. Roush and Ms. McClain, here before. 
Welcome Professor Denza. 

We’ll start with you, Mrs. Roush; and we will go to you. Then, 
Professor, we would like to hear from you about the claims made 
by the lobbyists. 

Ms. Roush. 
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STATEMENTS OF PATRICIA ROUSH, MOTHER OF ALIA AND 
AISHA GHESHAYAN; MARGARET MCCLAIN, MOTHER OF 
HEIDI AL-OMARY; MICHAEL PETRUZZELLO, QORVIS COMMU- 
NICATIONS; JACK DESCHAUER, PATTON BOGGS LLP; JAMIE 
GALLAGHER, THE GALLAGHER GROUP; AND PROFESSOR EI- 
LEEN DENZA, VISITING PROFESSOR OF LAW, UNIVERSITY 
COLLEGE LONDON 

Ms. Roush. Good morning, Chairman Burton and members of 
the committee. It is once again an honor to bring my testimony be- 
fore this distinguished body in regards to this committee’s contin- 
ued efforts to assist American women and children who are in 
grave danger inside the walls of Saudi Arabia and are unable to 
come home to the United States of America. 

This hearing, which concerns the Saudi embassy claim of privi- 
lege in instructing its lobbyists and public relation specialists to 
not turn over subpoenaed documents to the committee concerning 
abducted American citizens, is of the utmost importance in helping 
to reveal the truth about the role of these firms who do the bidding 
for the Saudi Arabian government. For 17 years, my daughters and 
I have been victims of the gamesmanship played by the Saudi Gov- 
ernment, State Department and Saudi handlers. It all started al- 
most from the very beginning of the kidnapping of my daughters 
in 1986. 

My past experiences in dealing with the paid representatives of 
the Saudi Arabian government. 

Let’s begin with Saudi national Salah Hejailan. His name was 
sent to me by the State Department just 6 months after my daugh- 
ters were kidnapped. They advised me there was nothing they 
could do to get my daughters out of Saudi Arabia, and I had no 
recourse except to hire a Saudi attorney and go to Islamic court to 
try to win custody of my U.S. citizen daughters. The State Depart- 
ment knew very well that I would never win in an Islamic court 
in Saudi Arabia as an American, Christian woman but prodded me 
to hire an attorney who assured me from the very beginning that 
he was very well connected to the king’s brother, Prince Salmon 
bin Abdul Azziz, Governor of Riyadh. In fact, he gloated that he 
was a member of Salmon’s court and that his brother was the 
Saudi Minister of Health and another relative was the former 
Saudi Ambassador to the United States. 

In other words, the State Department had recommended that I 
hire a member of the Saudi Government to work to get my daugh- 
ters back when, in fact, the State Department should have been 
doing everything they could to bring these young girls home. It’s 
like being told by your commander that you have to go to the 
enemy to save you because, sorry, we’re not going to help you. 

Due to pressure raised in the U.S. Congress by former U.S. Sen- 
ator Alan Dixon, the Saudis, through Hejailan, proposed a plan to 
have my daughters released from Saudi jurisdiction and returned 
to U.S. soil. Hejailan enjoyed a pristine relationship with the U.S. 
Embassy in Riyadh and suggested that he be endowed with the 
title of, “special legal advisor,” to the embassy in order to work for 
the release of my daughters. When the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh 
suggested this to the State Department, Washington replied that 
this was totally out of the question. Hejailan could never, never, 
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never have that title. Then the State Department double-crossed 
me at the eleventh hour of the final negotiations for the release of 
my girls and refused to send the then U.S. Ambassador, Walter 
Cutler, into a meeting to finalize the release of my daughters and 
informed the embassy to, “remain neutral and impartial.” 

Hejailan crowed, “your government won’t help you; your State 
Department doesn’t want you, you will see your children if and 
when we decide.” Then he proceeded to bring a camera crew inside 
the villa where my daughters were being held, and told them to 
make statements about how they hated me and the United States. 
When the girls refused to comply, they were taken into a back 
room and threatened. This was told to me by a witness at that tap- 
ing, former U.S. Consul General Richard LaRoche, who sat by and 
merely observed as these two little girls, then 4 and 7 years of age, 
were intimidated and scared by Hejailan and the nine other men 
he brought into that villa to make that tape. That was the first 
time the Saudi Government and their retainers coerced my daugh- 
ters to disavow their mother and country with the complicity of the 
Department of State. 

In 1995, 9 years later, U.S. Embassy Riyadh Consul Gretchen 
Welch informed me that Hejailan had at last been bestowed the 
title of, “legal advisor,” to the U.S. Embassy, and that, “everyone 
around here values his opinion.” How could a Saudi who works for 
the Prince of Riyadh be a legal advisor to the U.S. Government? 
And if the State Department was going to honor him in this way, 
why wouldn’t they do it when it would have made a great deal of 
difference in the outcome of the negotiations for my daughters? 

Over the years, Hejailan continued to use everything he could to 
double-cross me and cause me an incredible amount of pain. He 
penned letters of gratitude praising himself, and faxed them to me, 
claiming that if I did not sign them, I would not be able to see my 
children again. Time after time he placed me in a position of a 
supplicant on my knees to beg for what is mine — the bone of my 
bone and flesh of my flesh. 

Then there was a set-up regarding Walter Cutler and the hold 
I asked Senator Dixon and Senator Helms to place on Cutler’s sec- 
ond confirmation as U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia after Hume 
Horan was expelled from the kingdom in 1988 in persona non-gra- 
tis. Another betrayal and double-cross with the assistance of Wal- 
ter Cutler and the State Department. Hejailan also worked with 
Wyche Fowler to perform dirty trick after dirty trick upon me, in- 
cluding the fabrication and creation of false documents, phony vis- 
its, and endless lies and ruses. At one point he screamed at me, 
“you are being punished for going to the politicians and the press.” 
He still tries to get involved with these kidnapping cases. As re- 
cently as last summer, after the Government Reform Committee 
hearing on June 12th, Hejailan contacted Monica Stowers in Ri- 
yadh and had a deal for her. He might have even had a hand in 
that whole million-dollar bribe episode and the underhanded 
scheme to take Amjad Radwan into the marriage with the Saudi 
Air Force pilot. 

Next we have Fred Dutton of the Washington law firm of Dutton 
& Dutton. Mr. Dutton has represented the Saudi Embassy for al- 
most two decades. He has been instrumental in working with Saudi 
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Ambassador Prince Bandar, Saudi Foreign Advisor to the Crown 
Prince-Adel Jubeir, Rehab Mahsoud of the Saudi Embassy, and 
others in trying to discredit and marginalize me. He met with 
former U.S. Senator Alan Dixon in May 1987 and told him in no 
uncertain terms that if Gheshayan was deemed an unfit father to 
my daughters, the girls would never, never be returned to me, but 
rather given to another male relative of the family. 

Even a few months ago he told my attorney that I had caused 
a great deal of pain and anguish to many people at the Saudi Em- 
bassy in Washington. He repeatedly blocked negotiations, including 
the deal to release my girls in 1996 with former U.S. Ambassador 
to Saudi Arabia, Raymond Mabus. 

Then in 1998 when I was organizing a press conference at the 
National Press Club in Washington regarding violations of human 
rights by the Saudi Government and had invited various parents 
of victim children and a former U.S. diplomat that was assigned to 
the U.S. consulate in Jeddah, I met with the Saudi torture lobbyist 
group. Hill & Knowlton. I had discovered that many of the rooms 
at the National Press Club had been reserved by Hill & Knowlton 
for the same day that our press conference was scheduled. I 
thought it was more than coincidental. Shortly after that, I began 
receiving e-mails from Jim Jennings, Director of National Practices 
at Hill & Knowlton. His e-mail states: 

I have seen recent e-mail traffic about your concerns over meet- 
ings at the National Press Club next week. You are mistaken if you 
believe in any way, shape, or form that our company is involved 
with this matter or representing any aspect of the Government of 
Saudi Arabia on any matter. I have been with this firm for 25 
years and do not remember a time when we have ever represented 
the Saudis; yet you state boldly in your e-mail that we do. 

Although Mr. Jennings denied that his firm ever represented the 
Saudi Government in any shape, way, or form. Hill & Knowlton is 
mentioned in the book. Agents of Influence, by Pat Choate. I would 
like to read to you a piece from the December 15, 1992 Houston 
Post: 

Human Rights Abusers Pay Lobbyists Millions. 

Nations that abuse human rights pay millions every year to 
Washington insiders. Republicans and Democrats alike, seeking 
foreign aid and special treatment from the U.S. Government, says 
a report due out today. “U.S. taxpayers are indirectly supporting 
the activities of lobbyists, lawyers, and public relations firms who 
were paid more than 24 million in 1991 to 1992 to represent for- 
eign interests that are persistent abusers of human rights,” con- 
cludes a report by the Center for Public Integrity. 

But I have to say that in my 17 years of fighting Saudis and 
their torture lobbyists, retainers, and mouthpieces, this last experi- 
ence with Qorvis Communications has been the most shocking and 
blatant disregard for human life I have ever seen. It was not even 
covert. They didn’t even do it to me behind closed doors, like 
Hejailan and Dutton, and then just walk away smirking. No, this 
time, Adel Jubeir and Qorvis, Gallagher, and Patton Boggs felt so 
arrogant, so smug, and so confident that they could pull off this 
scheme in London with my daughters as their little pawns to move 
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around the planet anywhere and anytime they wanted. They, so to 
speak, pulled it off in broad daylight. 

Michael Petruzzello of Qorvis testified in October that the Saudi 
Government has been trying so hard to convince my daughters to 
come to the United States to visit me, but they just couldn’t talk 
the girls into it. Nope. But the girls had a great idea to go to Lon- 
don at the same time Members of the U.S. Congress were in Saudi 
Arabia trying to free them. Petruzzello also stated that he only 
knew about the London trip 2 days before the girls were taken 
there. Does Petruzzello know that perjury is a crime? Does he 
know that his dealing — he is dealing with flesh and blood? How far 
would the Saudi officials and Saudi retainers take this cruel and 
treacherous game to destroy me and my daughters? What is next 
in line for us? Murder? Will we be “accidented” or “suicided”? Or 
is a better punishment for all of us to continue to force my daugh- 
ters to remain in Saudi Arabia for the entire remainder of their 
lives and never leave, having a baby each year and live lives of 
total submission and servitude to the males their father sold them 
to, with absolutely no freedom and no choices at all? 

The Saudi officials and American traitors who do their bidding 
for them just had to come up with a plan to finally stop me, shut 
me down. I am sure they all sat around some plush office like the 
one Margaret, Maureen, and I were in at Hill & Knowlton, or per- 
haps it was out at Bandar’s palace in McLean on the Potomac 
where they kicked around this little hatchet job on me and my 
daughters. Congressman Burton, and the CODEL. They felt so 
positive that no one could stop them that they even chose to do the 
deed the very same weekend that Members of Congress had jour- 
neyed to Saudi Arabia to ask the highest Saudi authorities for the 
release of my U.S. citizen daughters and others like them who were 
locked up in that treacherous prison known as the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia. 

Did they know that these plans involved criminal acts committed 
by Saudi nationals against U.S. citizens and should not have been 
taken so lightly? Adel Jubeir had been salivating to make this hap- 
pen for months, ever since the June 12th hearing. First he went 
to Burns, State Department Near Eastern Bureau. In July Randy 
Carlino of American Citizens Services called me and stated that 
Jubeir told Burns that my daughters would be available to meet 
with U.S. Embassy consular officers in Riyadh concerning a state- 
ment where they wanted to live, but this statement had to be made 
public. I asked Carlino what Burns told Jubeir. “He said it would 
appear to be staged.” And then I asked Carlino if Burns had told 
Jubeir that these were two American citizens and that the U.S. 
State Department wanted returned as soon as possible. Carlino 
stated that Burns had not mentioned that to Jubeir. 

Then while the CODEL was making plans for the trip to Saudi 
Arabia and the Saudis and their guys downtown were planning all 
these television appearances for Jubeir to try to make them look 
good, Jubeir popped up on television personality Bill O’Reilly’s 
O’Reilly Factor on August 9th. I had been a guest on The Factor 
earlier in the year and O’Reilly asked Jubeir if my daughters were 
being held against their will in Saudi Arabia. Jubeir answered, of 
course not. And then O’Reilly offered — and then Jubeir offered 
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O’Reilly a chance to interview my daughters. Jubeir knew he had 
hooked his fish. 

O’Reilly’s producer, Kristine Kotta, called me. I told her that was 
absolutely not to be done. It was just what Jubeir had wanted and 
needed to destroy my girls. O’Reilly called me the next day and I 
told him to stay out of it. I offered to meet Jubeir on national tele- 
vision on O’Reilly’s show, and O’Reilly informed me that Jubeir de- 
clined to get on television with me and referred to me as an enemy 
of the kingdom. 

I never heard from O’Reilly again and I assumed the matter was 
put to rest. I was wrong. Labor Day weekend, while the CODED 
was in Saudi Arabia to ask the Saudi authorities for my daughters 
to return to me in the United States, O’Reilly, Fox Television, the 
Department of State, and the Associated Press Arab woman re- 
porter who had written many, many favorable articles about the 
Saudi regime plus Adel Jubeir, his brother Nail Jubeir who works 
for the Saudi Embassy, and Qorvis Communications, were all very 
busy, directing, producing, and participating in the sadistic 
Stalinistic show trial of my innocent daughters that was taking 
place in London at the Langham Hilton Hotel, forcing them once 
again at gunpoint to disavow their mother and the United States. 

Alia and Aisha had not been allowed to leave Saudi Arabia since 
they were kidnapped in 1986. When I saw my daughters in Riyadh 
in 1995, Alia told me that they never left the kingdom, they were 
never taken to Europe on vacation like their friends were; their fa- 
ther was wanted by Interpol and did not travel. And he kept his 
promise to me that Alia and Aisha would never be allowed to leave 
Saudi Arabia. But that was until Adel Jubeir and Qorvis and the 
others got involved with this scheme. 

On August 31, 2002, I had spoken to Chief Counsel Jim Wilson 
and Chairman Burton in Arabia. A few minutes after that phone 
call, the State Department called me to inform me that my daugh- 
ters were somewhere in Europe. Carlino wouldn’t tell me what 
country they were in. Since neither Mr. Wilson nor Congressman 
Burton had mentioned anything about the girls in Europe, I was 
perplexed. He asked my permission for a U.S. Embassy consular of- 
ficer to take down a statement from my daughters. I said no, as 
I had done in July. No other information was given to me. Carlino 
never mentioned the Saudi Government involvement in this mat- 
ter. 

The next day, a reporter friend had called me and read the offi- 
cial statement to me that was released by the State Department 
regarding my daughters — what my daughters told them at the 
Langham Hotel. Unbeknownst to me at that time, Ms. Diane 
Andruch, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for Consular Affairs, 
had given the order for Acting U.S. Consul General Margaret Hig- 
gins, at the U.S. Embassy in London, to make the visit to the girls’ 
hotel suite. And who had contacted the State Department to make 
this request? Adel Jubeir, supposedly on August 30th. We still 
don’t know who gave Diane Andruch the order for the London Em- 
bassy meeting with the girls. Was it the Secretary of State himself? 

When the State Department was asked, via written questions by 
the Committee for Government Reform, why Alia and Aisha did not 
make the request themselves, the response was that neither Alia 
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nor Aisha spoke English. But this was simply not true. When I vis- 
ited my daughters in 1995, with the assistance of U.S. Secretary — 
U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia Raymond Mabus, my daughter 
Aha spoke English very well and has 100 percent comprehension 
of English. So if she really wanted to make her wishes known to 
the American Embassy in London, she could have called them her- 
self. Instead, her husband called Nile Jubeir, Adel’s brother, who 
then called the U.S. Embassy in London after Adel Jubeir had per- 
sonally made the arrangements with Washington for the London 
meeting. 

Then Qorvis sent one of their employees from the Washington of- 
fice, Shareen Soghier, who called herself, “a Saudi media special- 
ist.” She sat in on the interview with Eox Television, giving my 
daughters head signals as to how to answer questions. This “mind- 
er” was there to be sure that the girls didn’t say anything that the 
Saudi Government or their paid retainers didn’t want them to say. 

The Associated Press reporter. Dona Naser, told my daughters — 
told me that my daughter Aha exclaimed: I don’t want to go to the 
United States or see my mother. And then Aisha chirped: We want 
her to leave us alone and will not rest until she is dead. This is 
the same daughter who 1 year ago bravely defied her father and 
told me on the telephone: Hello, Mom. I love you. Mom. I love you. 
I love you. 

Abu Naser also stated Aha had dark circles under her eyes and 
the girls jumped when there were two separate knocks on the door 
of the hotel suite, one room service and then maintenance. 

O’Reilly’s producer told me that Aisha seemed confused about 
why they were taken to London and why all those people were pa- 
raded into the hotel suite to talk to them. But Aha knew what was 
going on. I can imagine her lying awake at night, knowing that she 
was in a free country at last, and knowing that there was no way 
for her to get away from all those Saudi men. What was she to do? 
Tell the London Embassy representative that she and Aisha want- 
ed to get out of there? She knew she could never trust the Amer- 
ican Embassy or anyone connected to them. They were trapped, 
whether inside the despotic kingdom or guarded in a hotel suite in 
London. 

When Eox asked Aisha what they were going to do in London, 
she replied: Visit Big Ben and go to the cinema. This was the same 
line Jubeir had told William McGurn. The script was rehearsed 
down to the last detail. Poor Aisha hadn’t been to the cinema since 
she was 3 years old, when I took her and Aha to see E.T. here in 
the United States. There are no cinemas in Saudi Arabia; and Asia, 
cloistered up in the kingdom. I’m sure never heard of Big Ben. 

Not only were Aha and Aisha kept in this little hothouse con- 
trolled environment in a hotel suite in London by the men their fa- 
ther sold them to, their father and his brothers, as was told to me 
by the O’Reilly producer, but also the Jubeir brothers who worked 
for the Saudi Government. 

Eor 17 years the Saudi Government has been stating that their 
Islamic law forbids the government to get involved with these pri- 
vate family matters, but this public relations stunt in London was 
written and directed by Qorvis, and maybe the others, produced by 
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the Saudi officials and Jubeir, and taped by the American media 
under the full blessings of our own U.S. Department of State. 

Saudi Foreign Minister Saud bin Faisal sent a recent letter to 
the Government Reform Committee stating that there should be a 
clear and joint vision, whose first priority would be the interests of 
our children, and guarantees their life with freedom and security. 
He also went on to say: I wish to explain and — I wish to explain 
and ascertain that the Government of Saudi Arabia had nothing to 
do with the travel arrangements. You should know that the meet- 
ing was initiated by the husbands of the two Gheshayan girls 
themselves. 

So who are we to believe? The State Department states in their 
written questions to the Committee for Government Reform that 
Adel Jubeir called Washington NEA Bureau and made the request 
for the London meeting. Adel Jubeir told William McGurn of the 
Wall Street Journal that he had made all the arrangements. Mi- 
chael Petruzzello testified that Jubeir had the idea when he was 
on the O’Reilly program. And now the Saudi Foreign Minister sent 
a letter stating that the men that married my daughters were the 
ones that initiated the travel arrangements. And the Saudi-owned 
Arab News states that the Saudi Government bore the expenses of 
their travel with their husbands and children to London in order 
to allow them total freedom to speak. 

In a letter to Chairman Burton, Al-Faisal continues to hide be- 
hind their stated belief system as though they are all anointed and 
far too holy to be questioned about their actions. He says what is 
really surprising is that you use unacceptable allegations against 
the kingdom and its Islamic Shari’a laws; therefore, we totally re- 
ject anything that damages our Islamic Shari’a on which a total 
system of the state is founded, and in which one quarter of the pop- 
ulation of this Earth believe. This Shari’a regulates and guarantees 
all humanitarian rights without any prejudices. It is founded on 
God’s orders which we follow as well as the good objectives of 
Islam, mainly justice. 

I am really sick and tired of these criminals, this Saud family 
who took the Arabian peninsula by force after World War I, and 
all their degenerate descendants who have stolen the money from 
the oil revenues from the indigent people of Arabia to continually 
hide behind this Wahhabi belief system and shove it down the 
throats of the West as though they are saintly, devoutly religious, 
righteous men who uphold justice, freedom, and truth. 

Quite the opposite is true. Just review the human rights record 
of this sadistic regime with their secret police, religious police, mili- 
tary police, and torture chambers. This regime who takes their own 
people’s money has nothing to do with freedom or any of the vir- 
tues or high principles of mankind. This continual posturing and 
lying is absurd. 

Yesterday, Adel Jubeir held a press conference at the Saudi Em- 
bassy to do some damage control on the Haifa incident. Petruzzello 
was coordinating, of course. Jubeir continued to state that there 
are only four cases of Saudi abductions. This is a blatant lie. There 
are hundreds of American women and children in Saudi Arabia 
that are prevented from leaving. They are afraid of the men that 
rule them and the Saudi Government. How can you compare Ger- 
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many and Western Europe with the repressive evil tortures done 
to these people inside Saudi Arabia? When questioned by a re- 
porter concerning the subpoenaed documents, Jubeir stated: Is 
Chairman Burton serious about dealing with child custody cases, 
or is he engaged in a publicity stunt? 

Jubeir and his servants are the experts in publicity stunts, not 
Dan Burton. I haven’t met a man of Dan Burton’s caliber and in- 
tegrity on Capitol Hill since former U.S. Senator Alan Dixon re- 
tired. He has been working to free American citizens held hostage 
in a 9th-century hellhole. He deserves our respect, admiration, and 
support. Everyone in this town should be involved in this issue. 
Teddy Roosevelt would have sent in the cavalry, and Winston 
Churchill the RAE. What did G I Joe in the trenches die for? Cer- 
tainly not for us to forfeit the freedom of American citizens to a 
despotic regime like Saudi Arabia. 

In their response to the written questions, the State Department 
repeats that their highest priority is protection of American citi- 
zens. Consular officers met with my daughters in London at the re- 
quest of Adel Jubeir, not Alia and Aisha, and against my wishes, 
knowing full well that the girls never had a chance to speak freely. 

The State Department was so eager to make this happen and put 
a knife in my back and then turn it to appease their Saudi clients, 
stop me and prevent my innocent daughters from even having a 
chance at freedom. They knew the girls would be taken back to 
their Saudi prison. If the Saudis and their American pimps were 
sadistic and cold-blooded, what about our own State Department? 

The State Department feels they are justified. Case closed. In 
their written response to questions posed by the committee, they 
state that in the London meeting. Alia and Aisha were told that 
they were American citizens and could claim their U.S. passports 
at the American Embassy in Riyadh. What a joke. Prince Saud 
states that any American citizen woman can leave if she wants to, 
but no one has left. And U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia Robert 
Jordan states that he will not expel any U.S. citizen from the em- 
bassy in Saudi Arabia like Monica Stowers and her children were 
escorted out by the Marines. But Jordan failed to state what he 
would do with these American women once they got to the em- 
bassy. He didn’t offer to assist them, to offer them passports, get 
them into an embassy car, and then take them to a U.S. military 
base and pack them safely on a military plane heading for U.S. 
soil. No, Mr. Jordan didn’t make that promise. It would offend the 
Saudis and our special relationship with them would be in jeop- 
ardy. 

Eunny thing, last week Prince Bandar’s wife. Princess Haifa Al- 
Eaisal, was caught tunneling money to the same terrorists that 
killed almost 3,000 Americans on their way to work one September 
morning. The New York Times explained that the princess was sit- 
ting in her poolhouse, surrounded by her eight children, and re- 
ceived telephone calls offering her support from Barbara Bush and 
Alma Powell. In 17 years, no one has called me to say how sorry 
they are for what this government and the Saudi Government have 
done to my family, but the Saudi Ambassador and his wife are con- 
soled by our highest leaders and their families before the facts are 
known about their involvement on an attack on our country. But 
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of course the Saudis are our friends, and this friendship is based 
on money, and that is all that counts. Let’s work backward from 
that premise. 

Meanwhile, Petruzzello stated in the October hearing that he has 
no opinion about whether or not the Saudi Government is holding 
Americans against their will in Saudi Arabia. He only writes the 
scripts, disseminates the propaganda on Capitol Hill, organizes 
dirty games against two defenseless, innocent women who have 
suffered nearly all their lives at the hands of the Saudis, and then 
collects his $200,000 per month from his Saudi masters. In other 
words, he will do anything for money. 

The Saudi Embassy has instructed all the lobbyists and public 
relations specialists not to turn over the subpoenaed documents. If 
they have nothing to hide and are so interested in assisting the 
committee in resolving these cases, as their attorney Maureen 
Mahoney from the Washington law firm of Latham & Watkins 
states, why not just allow the committee to review the documents? 

In her letter of November 14th to Chief Counsel Wilson, Ms. 
Mahoney states that the Saudi — that Saudi Arabia has given very 
serious conditions — consideration to the issues raised by the com- 
mittee surrounding the kidnapping of American citizens. She care- 
fully outlines the steps that the Saudi Government has initiated to 
protect the children and reach an intergovernmental solution. 

I can tell you that as a 17-year veteran of the Saudi Government 
and their retainer schemes and dirty tricks, Ms. Mahoney’s state- 
ments are nothing but a perpetuation of non-meaningful jargonese 
expressed by another paid mouthpiece for the Saudis. What she is 
saying means nothing in reality to my daughters, granddaughter, 
Monica Stowers’ daughter, or the hundreds of other American 
women and children in Saudi Arabia whose voices cannot be heard 
and whom I represent in absentia. 

The creation of a task force, ongoing dialog with the State De- 
partment, means nothing. Prince Bandar’s letter to Dan Burton 
dated October 22nd states, “The embassy retained these firms to 
assist with its performance of core diplomatic functions.” Does 
Prince Bandar call what happened in London over Labor Day 
weekend part of the embassy’s diplomatic functions? Sending my 
daughters to London was a public relations stunt to harm the ef- 
forts of the chairman and the committee to have my daughters re- 
leased. It was also a cynical, brutal manipulation of two young 
women who are victims of contemporary slavery. 

This is all part of the continual dissemination of factual mis- 
representations to Members of Congress and the media by the 
Saudi officials and their PR people. These documents are of the ut- 
most importance to reveal the true facts behind what the lobbyists 
and PR specialists have been doing to American citizens. This has 
nothing to do with diplomatic relations, and the Saudi Government 
is once again attempting to hide behind some law or convention to 
protect itself from being revealed as participating in possible crimi- 
nal acts and against all humanity which are certainly against all 
of God’s laws. 

For the Saudi Arabian Government to hide behind the Vienna 
Convention for Diplomatic Relations is a scandal and a mockery of 
that document. These torture lobbyist public relations specialist 
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law firms are working as foreign agents inside the United States 
and are not diplomats. I further charge that diplomats such as 
Adel Jubeir, Nile Jubeir, Prince Bandar, and others like him be ex- 
pelled from the United States persona non gratis for their partici- 
pation in criminal acts against American citizens. We cannot de- 
port Petruzzello and the other U.S. citizens who sold themselves to 
the Saudis, but we can and must hold them accountable for their 
dastardly deeds, and may have God have mercy on their souls. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you very much Ms. Roush. I think you cov- 
ered it all very well. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Roush follows:] 
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INTRODUCTION 

Good Morning Chairman Burton and Members of the Committee. It is once again 
an honor to bring my testimony before this distinguished body in regards to this 
Committee’s continued efforts to assist American women and children who are in grave 
jeopardy inside the walls of Saudi Arabia and are imable to come home to the United 
States of America. 

This healing which concerns the Saudi Embassy claim of privilege in instructing 

its lobbyists and public relations specialists to not turn over subpoenaed documents to the 

Committee concerning abducted American citizens is of the utmost importance in helping 

to reveal the truth about the role of these firms who do the bidding for the Saudi 

government. For seventeen years my daughters and I have been victims of the 

gamesmanship played by the Saudi government. State Department and Saudi handlers. It 

all started almost from the very beginning of the tddnapping of my daughters in 1986. 

PAST EXPERIENCES DEALING WITH PAID REPRESENTATIVES OF 
THE SAUDI GOVERNMENT 

Let’s begin with Saudi national, Salah Hejailan. His name was sent to me by the 
State Department just six months after my daughters were kidnapped. They advised me 
there was nothing they could do to get my daughters out of Saudi Arabia and I had no 
recourse except to hire a Saudi attorney and go to Islamic court to try to win custody of 
my U.S. citizens daughters. The State Department knew very well that I would never win 
in an Islamic court in Saudi Arabia as an American, Christian, woman but prodded me to 
hire an attorney who assured me from the beginning that he was very well connected to 
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the king’s brother. Prince Salmon bin Abdul Azziz, Governor of Riyadh. In fact, he 
gloated that he was member of Salmon’s court and that his brother was the Saudi 
Minister of Health and another relative was the former Saudi ambassador to the United 
States- In other words the State Department had recommended that I hire a member of the 
Saudi government to work to get my daughters back when in fact the State Department 
should have been doing everything they could to bring these young girls home. Its like 
being told by your commander tliat you have to go to the enemy to save you, because 
“sorry” we’re not going to help you. 

Due to pressure raised in the U.S. Congress by former U.S. Senator Alan Dixon 
(D-IL), the Saudis, through Hejailan, proposed a plan to have my daughters released fiom 
Saudi jurisdiction and returned to U.S. soil. Hqailan enjoyed a pristine relationship with 
the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh and suggested that he be endowed with the title of ‘special 
legal advisor’ to the embassy in order to work for the release of my daughters. When the 
U.S. Embassy-Riyadh suggested this to the State Department, Washington replied that 
this was totally out of the question. Hejailan could never, never have that title. Then the 
State Department double crossed me at the eleventh hour of the final negotiations for a 
the release of my girls and refused to send the then U.S. Ambassador - Walter Cutler, into 
a meeting to finalize the release of my daughters and informed the embassy to “remain 
neutral and impartial.” 

Hejailan crowed, “Your government won’t help you; your State Department doesn’t 
want you. You will see your children if and when WE decide.” He then proceeded to 
bring a camera crew inside the villa where my daughters were being held and told them 
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to make statements about how they hated me and the United States. When the girls 
refijsed to comply, tliey were taken into aback room and threatened. This was told to me 
by a witness at that taping, former U.S. Consul General Richard LaRoche, who sat by and 
merely observed as these two little girls, then four and seven years of age were intimated 
and scared by Hejailan and the nine other men he brought into that villa to make that 
tape. That was the first time the Saudi govenunent and their retainers coerced my 
daughters to disavow their mother and coimtry with the complicity of the Department of 
State. 

In 1995 nine years later U.S. Embassy-Riyadh Consul General Gretchen Welch 
informed me that Hejailan had at last been bestowed the title of “legal advisor” to the 
U.S. Embassy and that “everyone around here values his opinion.” How could a Saudi 
who works for the Prince of Riyadh be a legal advisor to the U.S. government? And if the 
State Department was going to honor him in this way, why wouldn’t they do it when it 
would have made a great deal of difference in the outcome of the negotiations for my 
daughters? 

Over the years Hejailan continued to use everything he could to double cross me 
and cause me an incredible amount of pain. He penned Tetters of gratitude’ praising 
himself and faxed them to me claiming that if I did not sign them, I would not be able to 
see my children again. Time after time he placed me in a position of a supplicant on my 
knees to beg him for what is mine - the bone of my bone and flesh of my flesh. Then 
there was a “set-up” regarding Walter Cutler and the hold I asked Senator Dixon and 
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Senator Helms to place on Cutler’s second confirmation as U.S. ambassador to Saudi 
Arabia after Hume Horan was expelled from the Kingdom in 1988. Another betrayal and 
double cross with the assistance of Walter Cutler and the State Department, 

Hejailan also worked with Wyche Fowler to perform dirty trick after dirty trick upon me 
including the fabrication and creation of false documents, phony visits and endless lies 
and ruses. At one point he screamed at me, “You are being punished for going to the 
politicians and the press.” He still tries to get involved with these kidnapping cases; as 
recently as last summer after the Government Reform Committee hearing on June 12*'’, 
Hejailan contacted Monica Stowers in Riyadh and had a “deal” for her. He might have 
even had a hand in that whole million dollar bribe episode and the underhanded scheme 
to take Amjad Radwan into the marriage with the Saudi Air Force pilot. 

Next we have Fred Dutton of the Washington law firm of Dutton & Dutton. Mr. 
Dutton has represented the Saudi Embassy for almost two decades. He has been 
instrumental in working with Saudi Ambassador Prince Bandar, Saudi Foreign Advisor to 
the Crown Prince- Adel Jubeir, Rehab Mahsoud of the Saudi Embassy and others in trying 
to discredit and marginalize me. He met with former U.S. Senator Alan Dixon in May 
1987 and told him in no uncertain terms that even if Gheshayan was deemed an unfit 
father to my daughters, the girls would never, never be returned to me but rather given to 
another male relative of the family. 

Even a few months ago he told my attorney that I had caused a great of pain and 
anguish to many people at the Saudi Embassy in Washington. He repeatedly blocked 
negotiations including the deal to release my girls in 1996 that former U.S. Ambassador 
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to Saudi Arabia Raymond Mabus had been discussing with Prince Bandar. 

Then in 1 998 when I was organizing a press conference at the National Press Club 
in Washington regarding violations of human rights by the Saudi government and had 
invited various parents of victim children and a former U.S. diplomat that was assigned to 
the U.S. Consulate in Jeddah, Saudi Arabia, I met with the Saudi torture lobbyist group - 
Hill & Knowlton. I had discovered that many of the rooms at the National Press Club 
had been ‘reserved’ by Hill & Knowlton for the same day that our press conference was 
scheduled. I thought it was more than coincidental. 

Shortly after that I began receiving E-mails from Jim Jennings, the director of National 
Practices at Hill & Knowlton: 

I have seen recent email traffic about your concerns over meetings at the National 
Press Club next week . . . you are mistaken if you believe in any way, shape or 
form that our company is involved with this matter or representing any aspect of 
the government of Saudi Arabia on any matter. I liave been with this firm for 25 
years and do not remember a time when we have ever represented the Saudis — 
yet you state boldly in your email that we do. 

Although Mr. Jennings denied that his firm ever represented the Saudi government in 

“any way, shape or form ” Hill & Knowlton is mentioned in a book. Agents of Influence by Pat 

Choate, copyright 1990, as being retained by the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia, Saudi Prince 

Talal, and Adnan Khashoggi. The role of powerful lobbyists such as Hill & Knowlton is further 

explained in the December 15, 1992, Houston Post: 

Human Rights Abusers Pay Lobbyists Millions 

Nations that abuse human rights pay millions every year to Washington insiders — 
Republicans and Democrats alike — seeking foreign aid and special treatment from the 
U.S. govenanent says a report due out today. 

“U.S. taxpayers are indirectly supporting the activities of lobbyists, lawyers and 
public relations firms who were paid more than $24 million in 1991—92 to represent 
foreign interests that axe persistent abusers of human rights,” concludes a report by the 
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Center for Public Integrity. The center, a nonprofit group that examines public policy 
issues, calls its “torturers" lobby report the “first comprehensive, thorough analysis of 
who does the bidding in Washington for these controversial governments.” 

Leading the list of lobbyists for nations that abuse human rights was Hill & 
Knowlton, a well-connected firm with a rqiutation for handling tough assignments. 

My experience with Hill & Knowlton was documented in my book. At Any Price: How 

America Betrayed My Kidnapped Daughters for Saudi Oil: 

Torture Lobbyist Territory 

Then we continued to the offices of Hill & Knowlton in the Watergate. At first the guard had 
reservations about allowing ns in, but I told him we wouldn’t cause any disturbance. He 
sympathetically directed us to their suite. At the reception I asked to speak with Tom 
Buckmaster, the general manager of the Washington office. Maureen and Margaret and I, hot, 
tired, and perspiring from the protest and confrontation, were escorted into a chic, glass-doored 
conference room with a full bar. We sank down into the luxuriously padded chairs with our 
posters at our sides. I said, “Let me do the talking.” We were kept waiting for about twenty 
minutes and just as we were readying ourselves to walk out, Buckmaster came into the room, 
accompanied by a nervous, bespectacled companion carrying our “file.” 

Buckmaster again denied that they worked for the Saudi embassy. I told them we wanted all of 
our children released and that all their deception couldn’t and wouldn’t stop us. I told them to 
give their boss, Prince Bandar, that message. 

Three days after that meeting I received the following certified letter: 

Dear Ms. Roush: 

We are legal counsel to Hill and Knowlton. You have been repeatedly advised 
that Hill and Knowlton does not now, nor has it ever, represented the government of 
Saudi Arabia, its embassy in Washington, DC, or any of its individuals in diplomatic or 
community matters. 

You have persisted in disseminating information about Hill and Knowlton in 
connection with your allegations of the company’s involvement on issues relating to 
human rights abuses. All of what you have published is false and obviously disseminated 
with malicious intent, since you have previously been advised of the true facts. 

We request that you immediately cease any public statements about Hill and 
Knowlton that do not reflect the true facts with respect to this issue. If you do not 
immediately cease this improper, untruthful and intentionally malicious attack on Hill 
and Knowlton, we will take whatever steps are necessary to properly protect our clients’ 
interests. 

Davis & Gilbert 

I then sent the following letter to Davis & Gilbert: 

Dear Mr. Davis and Mr. Gilbert: 

In your letter addressed to me dated September 25, 1998, you stated that you are 
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legal counsel to Hill & Knowlton, the public relations firm and large international 
lobbyist group. You emphatically and most aggressively affirmed that your client. Hill & 
Knowlton, “does not now, nor has it ever, represented the government of Saudi Arabia, 
its embassy in Washington, DC, or any of its individuals in diplomatic or community 
matters.” 

... It is obvious to me that you are quite misinformed about who your clients are 
and who your clients were in the past. It is staled quite factually in the national bestseller 
Agents of Influence by Pat Choate, published by Touchstone Books in 1990, that Hill & 
Knowlton have represented the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia (pg 246) and His Royal 
Highness Prince Talal (pg 236 and pg 256). I have included faxed photocopies of these 
pages from the book to you in this correspondence, The book also states that Hill & 
Knowlton have represented the Saudi arms dealer, Adnan Khashoggi (pg 242). 1 suggest 
that next time before you send any threatening letters to me or any other victims of Saudi 
torture, you check things out a bit more thoroughly. 

Patricia Roush 


I never heard from Davis & Gilbert or Hill & Knowlton again. 

Interestingly enough, according to the New York Post, the post-9/1 1 list of spin doctors 
hired by the Saudis to create a better image includes Hill & Knowlton with a one year contract at 
$77,000 per month. 

But I have to say that in my seventeen years of fighting Saudis and their torture 
lobbyists, retainers and mouthpieces this last experience with Qorvis Communications 
has been the most shocking and blatant disregard for human life I have ever seen. It was not 
even covert. They didn’t even do it to me behind closed doors like Hejailan and Dutton and then 
just walk away smirking. No, this time Adel Jubeir and Qorvis, Gallagher and Patton Boggs felt 
so arrogant, so smug and so confident that they could pull off this scheme in London with my 
daughters as their little pawns to move around the planet anywhere and anytime they wanted. 
They so to speak “pulled it off in broad daylight.” 

Michael Petrazzello of Qorvis testified in October that the Saudi government has been 
trying so hard to convince my daugliters to come to the United States to visit me but they just 
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couldn’t talk the girls into it. Nope. But the girls had a great idea to go to London at the same 
time members of the U.S. Congress were in Saudi Arabia trying to free them. Petruzzello also 
stated that he only knew about the London trip two days before the girls were taken there. Does 
Mr. Petruzzello know that perjury is a crime? Does he know that he is dealing with flesh and 
blood here? How far will the Saudi officials and Saudi retainers take this cruel and treacherous 
game to destroy me and my daughters? What’s next in line for us - murder? Will we be 
“accidented” or “suicided”? Or is a better punishment for all of us to continue to force my 
daughters to remain in Saudi Arabia for the entire remainder of their lives and never leave - 
having a baby each year and live lives of total submission and servitude to the males their father 
sold them to with absolutely no freedom and no choices at all. 

The Saudi officials and the American traitors who do their bidding for them just had to 
come with a plan to finally stop me - shut me down. I’m sure they all sat around some plush 
office like the one Margaret, Maureen and I were at with Hill & Knowlton or perhaps it was out 
at Bandar’s palace in McLean on the Potomac where they “kicked around” this little hatchet job 
on me and my daughters, Congressman Burton and the CODEL. They felt so positive that no 
one could stop them that they even chose to do the deed the very same week end that members of 
Congress had journeyed to Saudi Arabia to ask the highest Saudi authorities for the release of my 
U.S. citizen daughters and others like them who were locked up in that treacherous prison known 
as the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 

Did they know that these plans involved criminal acts committed by Saudi nationals 
against U.S. citizens and should not have been taken so lightly? 

Adel Jiibeir had been salivating to make this happen for months - ever since the June 12*'’ 
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hearing. First he went to Bums - State Department Near Eastern Bureau. In July Randy Carlino 

of American Citizens Services called me and stated that Jubeir told Bums that my daughters 
would be available to meet with U.S. embassy consular officers in Riyadh regarding a statement 
where they wanted to live but this statement had to be made public. I asked Carlino what Bums 
told Jubeir. “He said he would appear to be ‘staged.’ And then I asked Carlino if Bums had told 
Jubeir that these were twm American citizens and that the U.S. State Department wanted returned 
as soon as possible. Carlino stated that Bums had not mentioned that to Jubeir. 

I called Rod Dreher of National Review and he wrote an article about the Bums-Juheir meeting. 

Then while the CODEL was making plans for the trip to Saudi Arabia and the Saudis and 
their guys downtown were planning all these television appearances for Adel Jubeir to try to 
make them look good, Jubeir popped up on television personality Bill O’Reilly’s O’Reilly 
Factor on August 9“’. I had been a guest on The Factor earlier in the year and O’Reilly asked 
Jubeir if my daughters were being held against their will in Saudi Arabia. Jubeir answered of 
course not and then offered O’Reilly a chance to interview my daughters. He knew he had 
hooked his fish. 

O’Reilly’s producer, Kristine Kotta, called me. I told her that was absolutely not to be 
done. And it was just what Jubeir wanted and needed to destroy my girls. O’Reilly called me the 
next day and I told him to stay out of it. I offered to meet Jubeir on national television on 
O’Reilly’s show and O’Reilly informed me that Jubeir declined to get on television with me and 
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referred to me as “an enemy of the kingdom.” 

I never heard from O’Reilly again and I assumed the matter was put to rest. I was wrong. 
Labor Day week while the CODEL was in Saudi Arabia to ask the Saudi authorities for my 
daughters to return to me in the United Slates, O’Reilly, Fox television, the Department of State, 
an Associated Press Arab woman reporter who had written many, many favorable articles about 
the Saudi regime plus Adel Jubeir, his brother Nail Jubeir who works for the Saudi Embassy and 
Qorvis Communications were all very busy directing, producing, and participating in the sadistic 
Stalinistic show trial of my innocent daughters that was taking place in London at the Langham 
Hilton hotel - forcing them once again, at gunpoint, to disavow their mother and the United 
States. 

Alia and Aisha had not been allowed to leave Saudi Arabia since they were kidnapped in 
1986. When I saw my daughters in Riyadh in 1995 Alia told me that they never left the 
kingdom. They were never taken to Europe on vacation like their friends were. Their father was 
wanted by Interpol and did not travel. And he kept his promise to me that Alia and .Aisha would 
never be allowed to leave Saudi Arabia. But that was until Adel Jubeir and Qorvis and the others 
got involved with this scheme. 

On August 3 1 , 2002 1 had spoken to Chief Counsel Jim Wilson and Chairman Burton in 
Saudi Arabia. A few minutes after that phone call Randy Carlino from the State Department 
called me to inform me that my daughters were “somewhere in Europe.” He w'oulda’t tell me 
what country they were in. Since neither Mr. Wilson nor Congressman Burton had mentioned 
anything about the girls in Europe I was very perplexed. He asked my permission for a U.S. 
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Embassy counsular ofBcer to take down a statement from my daughters. I said no as I had done 
earlier in July. No other information was given to me. Carlino never mentioned the Saudi 
government involvement in this matter. 

I called Saudi Arabia and Chief Counsel Wilson had no knowledge of the London trip. 
Later that night I found out that Adel Jubeir had telephoned William McGum of the Wall Street 
Journal and gloated to him that the girls were on vacation in London. When asked what they 

were going to do in London, Jubeir stated, “Visit Big Ben and go to the cinema.” 

Then the next day a reporter friend had called and read the official statement to me that 
was released by the State Department regarding what my daughters allegedly told them at the 
Langham Hilton. Then Carlino called to read me that same statement. I asked him why he asked 
my permission for the statement to be taken if they were going to do it anytvay, and he denied 
ever asking ray permission. 

Unbeknownst to me at that time, Ms. Diane Andruch, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State 
for Consular Affairs had given the order for acting U.S. Consul General Margaret Higgins, at the 
U.S. Embassy in London to make the visit to the girls’ hotel suite. And who had contacted the 
State Department to make the request - Adel Jubair - supposedly on August 30. We still don’t 
know who gave Diane Andruch the order for the London Embassy meeting with the girls. Was it 
the Secretary of State himself? 

When the State Department was asked via writtten questions by the Committee for 
Government Reform why Alia and Aisha did not make the request themselves, the response was 
that neither Alia nor Aisha speak English. But this simply is not tme. When I visited my 
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daughters in 1995 with the assistance of U.S, Ambassador to Saudi Arabia Raymond Mabus, my 
daughter, Alia, spoke English very well and has 100% comprehension of English. So if she 
really wanted to make her wishes known to the American Embassy in London, she could have 
called them herself. Instead, her husband called Nail Jubeir, Adel’s brother, who then called the 
U.S. Embassy in London after Adel Jubeir had personally made the arrangements with 
Washington for the London meeting. 

Then Qorvis sent one of their employees from the Washington office, Shareen Soghier, 
who called herself a “Saudi Media Specialist”. She sat in on the interview with Fox television - 
giving my daughters head signals as to how to answer questions. This “minder” was there to he 
sure that the girls didn’t say anything that the Saudi government or their paid retainers didn’t 
want them to say. 

The Associated Press reporter. Dona Abu-Naser, wrote that my daughters. Alia, 
exclaimed, “I don’t want to go to the United States or contact my mother” and then Aisha 
chirped, “We want her to leave us alone and we will not rest until she is dead.” This is the same 
daughter who one year ago bravely defied her father and told me on the only telephone call I 
have had with her, “Hello Mom. I love you. I love you. I love you.” 

Abu Naser also stated that Alia had dark circles under her eyes and the girls jumped when 
there were two separate knocks on the door of the hotel suite - one room service and then 
maintenance service. 

O’Reilly’s producer told me Aisha seemed confused about why they were taken to 
London and why all those people were paraded into the hotel suite to talk to them. But Alia knew 
what was going on. 1 can imagine her lying awake at night knowing that she was in a fre 
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country at last and knowing that there was no way for her to get away from all those Saudi men. 
What was she to do -tell the London Embassy representative that she and Aisha wanted to get 
out of there? She knew she could never trust the American Embassy or anyone connected to 
them. They were trapped whether inside the despotic kingdom or a guarded hotel suite in 
London. 

When Fox asked Aisha what they were going to do in London 
she replied, “Visit Big Bra and go to the cinema.” This was the same line Jubeir had told 
William McGum. The script was rehearsed down to the last detail. Poor Aisha hasn’t been to 
the cinema since she was three years old and I took her and Alia to see E.T. here in the United 
States. There are no cinemas in Saudi Arabia and Aisha, cloistered up in ilie kingdom. I’m sure 
never heard of Big Ben. 

Not only were Alia and Aisha kept in this little Saudi hothouse controlled environment in 
a hotel suite in London by the men their father sold them to, and their father and his brothers as 
was told to me by O’Reilly’s producer, but also the Jubeir brothers who work for the Saudi 
government. 

For seventeen years the Saudi government has been stating that their Islamic law forbids 
the government to get involved with these private, family matters. But this public relations stunt 
in London was written and directed by Qorvis and maybe the others, produced by the Saudi 
officials and Jubeir and taped by the American media under the full blessings of our own U.S. 
Department of State. 

Saudi Foreign Minister Saud bin Faisal sent a recent letter to the Government Reform 
Committee stating that there should be, “. . .a clear and joint vision whose first priority would be 
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the interests of the children. . .and guarantees their life with freedom and security.” He also went 
on to say, “I wish to explain and ascertain that the government of Saudi Arabia had nothing to do 
with the travel arrangements. You should know that the meeting was initiated by the husbands 
of the two Gheshayan girls themselves.” 

So who are we to believe? The State Department states in their written questions to the 
Committee for Government Reform that Adel Jubeir called Washington - NBA bureau and made 
the request for the London meeting. Adel Jubeir told William McGiim of the Wall Street Journal 
that he had made all the arrangements. Michael Petruzzello testified that Jubeir had the idea 
when he was on O’Reilly’s program and now the Saudi Foreign Minister sent a letter stating that 
the men that married my daughters were the ones that initiated the travel arrangements. And the 
Saudi owed Arab News states that the Saudi government “bore the expenses of their travel, with 
their husbands and children, to London in order to allow them total freedom to speak.” 

In his letter to Chairman Burton Sand Al-Faisal continues to liide behind their stated 
belief system as though there are all anointed and far too holy to be questioned about their 
actions. ‘‘What is really surprising is that you used unacceptable allegations against the Kingdom 
and its Islamic Shari’a laws... Therefore, we totally reject anything that damages our Islamic 
Shari’a on which a total system of the state is founded, and in which one quarter of the 
population on this earth believe. This Shar’a regulates and guarantees all humanitarian rights 
without any prejudices. It is founded on God’s orders which we follow as well as the good 
objectives of Islam, mainly justice.” 

I am really sick and tired of these criminals, this Saud family who took the Arabian 
peninsula by force after World War I and all their degenerate descendants who have stolen the 
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money from the oil revenues from the indigent peoples of Arabia, to continually hide behind this 
Wahhabi belief system and shove it down the throats of the West as though they are a saintly, 
devoutly religious, righteous men who uphold justice, freedom and truth. 

Quite the opposite is trae. Just review the human tights record of this sadistic regime tvitli 
their secret police, religious police, military police and torture chambeis. This regime who takes 
tlieir own people’s money has nothing to do with freedom or any of the virtues or high principles 
of mankind. This continual posturing and lying is absurd. 

Yesterday, Adel Jubeir held a press conference at the Saudi embassy to do some damage 
control on the Haifa incident. Petnizzello was coordinating, of course. Jubeir continued to state 
that there are only four cases of Saudi abductions. This is a blatant He. There are hundreds of 
American women and children in Saudi Arabia that are prevented from leaving. They are afraid 
of the men that rule them and the Saudi government. How can you compare Germany and 
Western Europe with the repressive, evil tortures done to these people inside Saudi Arabia? 
When questioned by a reporter concerning the subpoenaed documents, Jubeir stated, “Is 
Chairman Burton serious about dealing with child custody case or is he engaged in a publicity 
stunt?” 

Jubeir and his servants are the experts in publicity stunts not Dan Burton. I 
haven’t met a man of Dan Burton’s caliber and integrity on Capital Hill since fomier U.S. 
Senator Alan Dixon retired. He has been working to free American citizens held hostage in a 9* 
century hellhole. He deserves our respect, admiration and support. Everyone in this town should 
be involved in this issue. Teddy Roosevelt would have sent in the calvary and Winston 
Churchill, the RAF. What did GI Joe in the trenches die for? Certainly not for us to forfeit the 
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freedom of American citizens to a despotic regime like Saudi Arabia. 

In their response to the written questions the State Department repeats that their highest 
priority is protection of American citizens. Consular officers met with my daughters in London 
at the request of Adel Jubeir not Alia and Aisha and against my wishes, knowing frill well that 
the girls never had a chance to speak freely. The State Department was so eager to make this 
happen and put a knife in my back and then turn it to appease their Saudi clients, stop me and 
prevent my innocent daughters from even having a chance at freedom. They knew the girls 
would be taken back to their Saudi prison. If the Saudis and their American pimps were sadistic 
and cold blooded, what about our own State Department. 

The State Department feels that they are justified - case closed. In their written response 
to questions posed by the Committee they state that in the London meeting Alia and Aisha were 
told that they were American citizens and could claim their U.S. Passports at the American 
Embassy in Riyadh. What a joke! Prince Saud states that any American citizen woman can leave 
if she wants to but no one has left. And U.S. Ambassador to Saudi Arabia Robert Jordan states 
that he will not expel any U.S. citizen from the Embassy in Saudi Arabia like Monica Stowers 
and her children were escorted out by the Marines. But Jordan failed to state what he would do 
with these American women once they got to the Embassy. He didn’t offer to issue them 
passports, get them in an Embassy car and take them to a U.S. military base and pack them 
safely on a military plane heading for U.S. soil. No, Mr. Jordan didn’t make that promise. It 
would offend the Saudis and our “special relation” with them would be in jeopardy. 

Furmy thing, last week Prince Bandar’s wife. Princess Haifa Al-Faisal, was caught 
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flimeling money to the same terrorists that killed almost 3,000 Americans on their way to work 
one September morning. The New York Times explained that the princess was sitting in her 
pool house surrounded by her eight children and received telephone calls offering her support 
from Barbara Bush and Alma Powell. In seventeen years, no one has called me to say how sorry 
they are for what this government and the Saudi government have done to my family. But the 
Saudi ambassador and his wife are consoled by our highest leaders and their families before 
the facts are known about their involvement on an attack on our country. But of coiuse, the 
Saudis are our friends and this friendship is based on money and that is all that counts. Let’s 
work backwards from that premise. 

Meanwhile Michael Petruzzello stated in the October hearing that he has no opinion 
about whether or not the Saudi government is holding Americans against their will in Saudi 
Arabia. He only writes the scripts, disseminates the propaganda on Capital Hill, organizes dirty 
games against two defenseless, innocent women who have suffered nearly all their lives at the 
hands of the Saudis and then collects his $200,000 per month from his Saudi masters. In other 
words, he’ll do anything for money. 

WHY THE DOCUMENTS IN QUESTION FROM SAUDI RETAINERS ARE 
IMPORTANT IN DETERMINING THE TRUTH OR FALSEHOOD OF 
STATEMENTS DISTRIBUTED BY LOBBYISTS FOR THE SAUDIS TO 
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS ABOUT MY CASE 

The Saudi Embassy has instructed all the lobbyists and public relations specialists not to 
turn over the subpoenaed documents. If they have nothing to hide and are so interested in 
assisting the Committee in resolving these cases as their attorney Maureen Mahoney from the 
Washington law firm of Latham & Watkins states, why not just allow the Committee to review 
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the documents? 

In her letter of November W®' 2002 to Chief Counsel James Wilson, Ms. Mahoney 
states that Saudi Arabia has given very serious consideration to the issues raised by the 
Committee surrounding the kidnapping of American citizens. She carefully outlines the “steps” 
that the Saudi government has initiated to protect the children and "reach an intergovernmental 
solution.” 

I can tell you that as a seventeen year victim of the Saudi government and their retainer’s 
schemes and dirty tricks Ms. Mahoney’s statements are nothing but a perpetuation of non 
meaniiig&l jargonese expressed by another paid mouthpiece for the Saudis. What she says 
means nothing in reality to my daughters, granddaughter, Monica Stower’s daughter, or the 
hundreds of other American women and children in Saudi Arabia whose voices cannot be heard 
and whom I represent in absentia. 

The creation of a ‘task force’; ongoing dialogue with the State Department; creation of a 
‘commission’ by the Saudi Foreign Ministry; assisting Saudi Embassy staff; and working with 
the National Center for Missing and Exploited Children - these are ludicrous statements and no 
one believes them. The Saudi propaganda machine is churning to a halt. 

In Prince Bandar’s letter to Dan Burton dated October 22, 2002, he states, “The Embassy 
retained these firms to assist with its performance of core diplomatic functions.” Does Prince 
Bandar call what happened in London over Labor Day weekend, part of the Embassy’s 
diplomatic functions? Sending my daughters to London was a public relations stont to harm the 
efforts by the Chairman and the Committee to have my daughters released. It was also a cynical. 
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brutal manipulation of two young women who are victims of contemporary slavery. 

This is all part of the coiitinnai dissemination of factual misrepresentations to members of 
Congress and the media by the Saudi officials and their PR people. These documents are of the 
utmost importance to reveal the true facts behind what the lobbyists and PR specialists have been 
doing to American citizens. This has nothing to do with diplomatic relations and the Saudi 
government is once again attempting to hide behind some law or convention to protect itself 

from being revealed as participating in possible criminal acts and acts against humanity which 
are certainly against all of God’s laws. 

For the Saudi Arabian government to hide behind the Vienna Convention for Diplomatic 
Relations is a scandal and a mockery of that document. These torture lobbyists/public relations 
specialists/law firms are working as foreign agents inside the United States and are not 
diplomats. I further charge that diplomats such as Adel Jubeir, Nail Jubeir, Prince Bandar and 
others like them be expelled from the United States persona non gratis for their participation in 
criminal acts against U.S. citizens. We cannot deport Petruzzello and the other U.S. citizens who 
sold themselves to the Saudis but we can and must hold them accountable for their dastardly 
deeds. And may God have mercy on their souls. 
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Mr. Burton. Ms. McClain, we will recognize you now. We want 
you to tell your whole story as you want to, but we would like to 
hold it down to 15 minutes if we could. I know that you have a lot 
you want to say, and, as did Ms. Roush — I mean I can understand 
the emotion behind this because you have been fighting this battle 
for so long, so we will be as lenient as we possible can. 

And Professor Denza, we will get to you in just a little bit. 

Ms. McClain. Congressman Burton and members of the commit- 
tee, thank you for asking me to appear here again. I have person- 
ally had a long and unpleasant acquaintance with the Saudi public 
relations machine in Washington. Shortly after the Saudi Embassy 
aided in the kidnapping of my daughter Heidi Al-Omary in 1997, 
I contacted 

Mr. Burton. Excuse me just one moment. I see the four Saudi 
lawyers back there. Do you guys find something humorous in 
what’s going on here? I’ve noticed you were laughing. I thought 
maybe you found something funny. 

Thank you. OK. Ms. McClain. 

Ms. McClain. I have personally had a long and unpleasant ac- 
quaintance with the Saudi public relations machine in Washington. 
Shortly after the Saudi Embassy aided in the kidnapping of my 
daughter Heidi Al-Omary in 1997, I contacted then-Secretary of 
Transportation Rodney Slater. I took issue with the Department of 
Transportation’s failure to investigate Saudi Arabian Airlines’ com- 
plicity in the disappearance of my child. I recommended that Saudi 
Airlines’ U.S. landing rights be suspended for knowingly allowing 
its employees, one of whom is Heidi’s uncle, to violate our laws. 
Foolishly, I believed that Slater, a fellow Arkansan and former col- 
league at Arkansas State University, would take an interest in a 
missing Arkansas child. 

Little did I know of the very cozy relationship between Slater 
and the Saudis. I did know, of course, that Slater’s alma matter, 
the University of Arkansas, has been on the receiving end of Prince 
Bandar’s largesse in the form of a $23.5 million gift to establish a 
Middle Eastern Studies Center. Little did I suspect, however, that 
the same public official who so cavalierly turned his back on my 
daughter would go on to a lucrative position at Patton Boggs, the 
same outfit that supposedly sits here today scoffing at Congress 
and protecting the secret communiques of the Saudi terrorists at 
Bandar’s embassy. Patton Boggs’ own literature lauds Slater’s ac- 
complishments in the areas of national security and his pivotal 
roles in liberalizing the global aviation marketplace. Need I point 
out that Slater’s concern for national security and liberalization of 
global aviation allowed our children to be stolen and subsequently 
allowed 15 Saudi terrorists to enter our country? 

In 1999, we victims of Saudi kidnapping plots were attacked fur- 
ther by Bandar’s PR gurus. Hill & Knowlton, as Ms. Roush has al- 
ready mentioned, intercepted our private e-mails and threatened 
us. Apparently, H&K was upset about two things: one, our upcom- 
ing press conference at the National Press Club on the topic of 
Saudi human rights abuses; and, two, our Texaco/ARAMCO boy- 
cott. Texaco is in partnership with ARAMCO on numerous projects. 
Since ARAMCO is owned by the Saudi royal family, it is they who 
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give aid, comfort, and lucrative jobs to international kidnappers 
like my ex-husband. 

It is not difficult to guess why the Saudis want secret commu- 
niques and documents regarding the abductions of our children to 
be kept out of the public eye. Such revelations would result in fur- 
ther humiliation for the embassy, even more embarrassing than 
Mr. Adel Jubeir’s exposure on 60 Minutes. The release of docu- 
ments relating to my daughter’s case now in the hands of lobbying 
firms could reveal the existence of the following information: cor- 
respondence between the embassy and the kidnapper regarding 
this matter; correspondence from me informing the embassy of 
Heidi’s legal status; records indicating that the kidnapper was on 
the embassy payroll at the time of my child’s kidnapping; records 
pointing to the involvement of a high Saudi National Guard official 
in the harboring of the criminal in the Washington area; financial 
records relating to the ticketing of the fugitive and my daughter 
aboard a Saudi airline’s flight; the names of other Saudi govern- 
ment officials involved in the kidnapping of my child; falsified birth 
certificate for my daughter; memos relating to the embassy’s 
knowledge of Al-Omary’s and my daughter’s whereabouts in 1997 
in spite of 2 years of Saudi denials to the U.S. Embassy in Riyadh; 
and other documents indicating whether the embassy’s lobbyists 
are aware of the Saudi Embassy’s complicity in Heidi’s kidnapping. 

Just as the money trail has led back to the lap of Prince Ban- 
dar’s family in the September 11th terrorist attacks, so too will it 
in the kidnappings of American citizens. If the Saudi Embassy has 
nothing to hide, why have Bandar and his PR machine gone into 
overdrive to protect known criminals like my ex-husband, a mere 
lowly computer programmer? 

The relationship between the embassy and the September 11th 
terrorists, the complicity of the Saudi Embassy in the stealing of 
American children, these are just two examples of the concept of 
diplomatic immunity gone awry. Now American lobbying firms are 
trying to give a whole new meaning to the term “diplomatic immu- 
nity,” as they aid and abet a massive cover-up of Saudi crimes 
against American children. While the Saudi Embassy continues to 
break U.S. laws, it scatters its blood money all over Washington. 
The Saudi PR web of deceit manages to buy or beg air time in the 
U.S. media to promulgate the Saudi version of history: that the 
Saudis are our allies; that Wahhabism is a peaceful religion, that 
Granny Haifa would never, ever send money to terrorists, despite 
the fact that her family financed a telethon to raise cold hard cash 
for suicide bombers; and that there are no American children taken 
to Saudi Arabia against their will. What other lies about the Saudi 
Government are hidden in the secret vaults of Qorvis, Patton 
Boggs, and the Gallagher group? 

It is indeed a telling circumstance that even Patton Boggs insid- 
ers are aghast at some of the dirty work they have been forced to 
do. One whistleblower called for Patton Boggs to end its relation- 
ship with Qorvis. He told Forward magazine in May 2002 that the 
Saudi-financed PR campaign was scurrilous. Patton Boggs’ manag- 
ing partner, Stuart Pape, reported that several partners had lob- 
bied to drop Saudi Arabia as a client. 
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In the November 22nd issue of the New York Sun, Mr. Pape re- 
vealed that the firm had been, “instructed by the Saudi Embassy 
to work with Mr. Burton’s committee to find a solution to the Saudi 
kidnapping problem.” Is this what Patton Boggs calls working with 
the committee; to seek lies in the refusal to turn over subpoenaed 
documents? And now the escape of the people I’m talking about. 

Well, my daughter and I still don’t have a solution. So what are 
these lobbyists waiting for? After hearing Adel Jubeir dismiss all 
but four case of international child abduction yesterday, it is obvi- 
ous that the Saudis’ idea of a solution is the same as it has always 
been: Delay, delay; stall, stall; and then delay some more until our 
girl’s old enough to be sold off to the highest bidder. That is what 
the solution was for Pat’s and Monica’s daughters, and that is what 
will happen to Heidi. 

Last month, I and other grieving parents had to sit here and bite 
our tongues as we were subjected to a sickening display of 
stonewalling and double-talk by Bandar’s mouthpiece, Michael 
Petruzzello of Qorvis. We came here to tell the truth. Unlike Mr. 
Petruzzello, we did not have an entourage of lawyers whispering in 
our ears at every turn, telling us how to make our lies sound good. 
There isn’t enough cash in the entire Kingdom of Saudi Arabia to 
make the Saudi royals or their Washington henchmen look any bet- 
ter than they do right now. 

In conclusion, I would like to remind the Saudis that they have 
no need to fork over tons of cash to the likes of Qorvis, Patton 
Boggs, Gallagher, Hill & Knowlton and others of their ilk. 

Let me close by giving the best public relations advice the Saudi 
Embassy will ever receive — and my expertise won’t cost them one 
red cent. I’d give the Saudi royals the same counsel given to the 
Egyptian Pharaoh over 5,000 years ago. And I quote from the Book 
of Exodus in the words of the Jewish prophet Moses: “Let my peo- 
ple go.” 

Mr. Burton. Thank you very much, Ms. McClain. 

Ms. McClain. You are welcome. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. McClain follows:] 
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Mr. Burton, Members of the Committee! 

Thank you for asking me to appear again, i have personaliy had a long 
and unpleasant acquaintance with the Saudi public relations machine in 
Washington. Shortly after the Saudi Embassy aided in the kidnapping of my 
daughter, Heidi Al-Omary, in 1997, 1 contacted then Secretary of Transportation 
Rodney Slater. I took issue with the Department of T ransportation’s failure to 
investigate Saudi Arabian Airlines' complicity in the disappearance of my child. I 
recommended that Saudi Airlines’ U.S. landing rights be suspended for 
knowingly allowing its employees {one of whom is Heidi’s uncle) to violate our 
laws. Foolishly, I believed that Slater, a fellow Arkansan and former colleague at 
Arkansas State University, would take an interest in a missing Arkansas child. 

Little did I know of the very cozy relationship between Slater and the 
Saudis. I did know, of course, that Slater's alma mater, the University of 
Arkansas, had been on the receiving end of Prince Bandar’s largesse in the form 
of a $23.5 million gift to establish a Middle Eastern Studies Center. Little did I 
suspect, however, that the same public official who so cavalierly turned his back 
on my daughter, would go on to a lucrative position at Patton Boggs - the same 
outfit that sits here today, scoffing at Congress and protecting the secret 
communiques of the Saudi terrorists at Bandar’s Embassy. Patton Boggs’ own 
literature lauds Slater’s accomplishments in the areas of “national security” and 
his “pivotal roles in liberalizing the global aviation marketplace.” Need I point out 
that Slater’s concern for national security and liberalization of global aviation 
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allowed our children to be stolen and subsequently allowed 15 Saudi terrorists to 
enter our country? 

In 1999, we victims of Saudi kidnapping plots were attacked further by 
Bandar’s PR gurus. Hill and Knowiton intercepted our private emails and 
threatened us. Apparently, H&K was upset about two things - (1) our upcoming 
press conference at the National Press Club on the topic of Saudi human rights 
abuses; and (2) our Texaco/ARAMCO boycott. Texaco is in partnership with 
ARAMCO on numerous projects. Since ARAMCO is owned by the Saudi royal 
family, it is they who give aid, comfort, and lucrative jobs to international 
kidnappers like my ex-husband. 

It is not difficult to guess why the Saudis want secret communiques and 
documents regarding the abductions of our children to be kept out of the public 
eye. Such revelations would result in further humiliation for the Embassy ~ even 
more embarrassing than Mr. Al-Jubeir’s exposure on Sixty Minutes. Exposure of 
documents relating to my daughter's case would reveal the existence of the 
following information: correspondence between the Embassy and the kidnapper 
regarding this matter; correspondence from me informing the Embassy of Heidi’s 
legal status; records indicating that the kidnapper was on the Embassy payroll at 
the time of my child’s kidnapping; records pointing to the involvement of a high 
Saudi National Guard official in the harboring of the criminal in the Washington 
area; financial records relating to the ticketing of the fugitive and my daughter 
aboard a Saudi Airlines flight; the names of other Saudi government officials 
involved in the kidnapping of my child; falsified birth certificate for my daughter; 
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interna! memos relating to the Embassy’s knowledge of Al-Omary's and my 
daughter's whereabouts in 1997, in spite of two years of Saudi denials to the 
U.S. Embassy in Riyadh. Just as the money trail has led directly back to the lap 
of Prince Bandar’s family in the 9-11 terrorist attacks, so too will it in the 
kidnappings of American citizens, if the Saudi Embassy has nothing to hide, why 
have Bandar and his PR machine gone into overdrive to protect known criminals 
like my ex-husband, a mere lowly computer programmer? The relationship 
between the Embassy and the 9-11 terrorists, the complicitSy of the Saudi 
Embassy in the stealing of American children - these are just two examples of 
the concept of diplomatic immunity gone awry. 

While the Saudi Embassy continues to break U.S. laws, it scatters its 
blood money all over Washington. The Saudi PR web of deceit manages to buy 
or beg airtime in the U.S, media to promulgate the Saudi version of history - that 
the Saudis are our allies; that Wahhabism is a peaceful religion; that Granny 
Haifa would never ever send money to terrorists despite the fact that her family 
financed a telethon to raise cold hard cash for suicide bombers; and that there 
are no American children taken to Saudi Arabia against their will. What other lies 
about the Saudi government are hidden in the secret vaults of Qorvis, Patton 
Boggs, and the Gallagher Group? 

It is indeed a telling circumstance that even Patton Boggs insiders are 
aghast at some of the dirty work they’ve been forced to do. One whistleblower 
called for Patton Boggs to end its relationship with Qorvis; he told Forward 
magazine in May 2002 that the Saudi-financed PR campaign was "scurrilous.” 
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Patton Boggs’ managing partner Stuart Pape reported that several partners had 
lobbied to drop Saudi Arabia as a client. 

In the November 22 issue of the New York Sun, Mr. Pape revealed that 
his firm had been “ ‘instructed by the Saudi Embassy to wrork with Mr. Burton’s 
committee ... to find a solution’ “ to the Saudi kidnapping problem. Is this what 
Patton Boggs calls “working with’’ the committee - deceit, lies, and the refusal to 
turn over subpoenaed documents? 

Last month, I and other grieving parents had to sit here and bite our 
tongues as we were subjected to a sickening display of stonewalling and double- 
talk by Bandar’s mouthpiece, Michael Petruzzello of Qorvis. We came here to tell 
the truth. Unlike Mr. Petruzzello, we did not have an entourage of lawyers 
whispering in our ears at every turn, telling us how to make lies sound good. 
There isn’t enough cash in the entire Kingdom of Saudi Arabia to make the Saudi 
royals or their Washington henchmen look any better than they do right now. 

In conclusion, I’d like to remind the Saudis that they have no need to fork 
over tons of cash to the likes of Qorvis, Patton Boggs, Gallagher, Hill and 
Knowlton, and others of their ilk. Let me close by giving the best public relations 
advice the Saudi Embassy will ever receive, and my expertise won’t cost them 
one red cent! I give the Saudi royals the same counsel given to the Egyptian 
Pharoah over 5,000 years ago. And I quote from the book of Exodus in the words 
of the Jewish prophet Moses: “Let my people go!” 
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Mr. Burton. That is a very cogent statement. 

Professor Denza, do you have a statement? 

Ms. Denza. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. You might pull your mic a little closer, because 
sometimes it’s hard to pick up. And — is your mic on? 

Ms. Denza. I think it is on now. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you. 

Ms. Denza. I would like to begin, before coming on to the exact 
definition of the term “archives and documents under the Vienna 
Convention,” with a very important provision which governs all the 
privileges and immunities set out in the Vienna Convention on dip- 
lomatic relations. And that’s Article 41, first paragraph, and it be- 
gins: “without prejudice to their privileges and immunities, it is the 
duty of all persons enjoying such privileges and immunities to re- 
spect the laws and regulations of the receiving state. They also 
have a duty not to intervene or interfere in the internal affairs of 
that state.” 

It is very clearly accepted now as a proposition of modern inter- 
national law that there is no question short of specific exemptions 
or exceptions for embassies or their diplomats not to be legally 
bound. And the Foreign Agent Registration Act, which has been in 
existence for about 60 years, has a very clear application to the op- 
erations of foreign states in the United States. The policy of the act 
is — it seems to a lawyer from outside, is that it is quite acceptable 
for the propaganda activities, if I can use that expression, to be 
carried on, but they must be carried on within the framework of 
transparency. 

There are no specific exemptions in the Foreign Agent Registra- 
tion Act. The three firms we are dealing with are all registered 
under the act, and I don’t believe that there ever has been any 
complaint by any foreign state that somehow this act was incom- 
patible with their ordinary operations. And, of course, I accept it 
is an essential diplomatic function of the Ambassador and his staff 
to be put in the position of, in this case, Saudi Arabia. It used to 
be said that the Ambassador was the eyes, the ears, and the mouth 
of the dissenting state. But no one has ever seen any problem with 
the act. 

The act, of course, has to operate within the exact terms of the 
specific privileges and immunities. But part of my reason, before I 
come to that, for setting out 41 and the background is that I see 
no reason for construing the term “archives and documents” in this 
case which — it’s an unusual, it’s an unprecedented claim. I see no 
reason for pushing the definition of “archives and documents” out. 

I will turn now to the definition and the terms of Article 24 of 
the Vienna Convention, which says very shortly that the archives 
and documents of the mission shall be inviolable at any time and 
wherever they may be. 

Now the inviolability of archives is, in the history of diplomatic 
laws, a relatively recent development. I think it is fair to say that 
until the early years and perhaps about the time that the Foreign 
Agent Registration Act was being passed, it was generally regarded 
as only applying to archives on the premises of the mission. And 
that’s perhaps what one thinks of as archives — ancient documents 
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on parchment, old treaties, records of memoir which are held phys- 
ically, securely in the embassy. 

The question of the status of archives outside mission premises 
came very sharply into focus in 1946 in a leading case in Canada 
where the Canadian courts of appeals had to decide on whether 
embassy archives from the embassy of the Soviet Union were ad- 
missible. What had happened was that a Soviet cipher clerk had 
defected, and when he defected, he had taken with him incriminat- 
ing documents which showed the existence in Canada in the early 
years of the cold war of a whole network of spies; and that ex- 
tended not only to Soviet citizens, it extended very importantly to 
a Canadian member of parliament. And that was the Rose who — 
it was tried and appealed from conviction, arguing that there was 
no other evidence against him except the stolen embassy docu- 
ments, and he couldn’t be convicted. 

Now, there were a variety of reasons given by the court for re- 
jecting admissibility and allowing the conviction to stand on the 
basis of the archives. One of them, I noticed with some interest, 
was that one of the judges actually said that the relevant docu- 
ments, which were documents of an espionage bureau within the 
Soviet embassy, not directly within the control of the Ambassador, 
were not embassy documents. I think that’s — there may be some 
importance in that reference to control. 

Now, going to 1961, the Rose case was very much in the minds 
of the negotiators. Certain propositions were clearly established 
that archives and documents of the mission were inviolable at any 
time. That was really referring to the possibility of reach of diplo- 
matic relations and wherever they may be. And I think primarily 
what was in the minds of the negotiators was not that somehow 
archives and documents could cover up the whole of the in-and-out 
correspondence of the mission; it was looking at the possibility that 
the archives were in the custody of a member of the mission phys- 
ically going to a meeting, administrative foreign affairs, going to 
the airport without being an accredited courier, possibly even with- 
out having a mission status, or that they had actually physically 
been lost or stolen, and that accident shouldn’t deprive them of 
their character. 

The Convention also made clear that the documents don’t require 
to be identified by visible official marks, and of course, in that the 
position is different from that of diplomatic backs. 

Now, there have not been very many cases about archives on the 
whole. The most sensitive things tend to be rather carefully safe- 
guarded. But the case which I’ve referred to in the opinion which 
I’ve given to the committee is very relevant. It describes the test 
for archives is that the documents must belong to or be in the pos- 
session of the mission. And I think that case, which depended on 
legislation which carried over the specific terms of the Vienna Con- 
vention — while, of course, it clearly would not be binding on the 
U.S. court, would be very persuasive, a decision at the highest 
level, the House of Lords, and it was unanimous. And, as I under- 
stand it, the test of the belonging to or in the possession of is — I 
think seems to be generally accepted in the informal discussions 
there have been. 
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Now, there was a slight lacuna in the ten council, international 
ten council in that the international ten council, to narrow the 
issues, said they were not concerned with the documents in the 
possession of an agent or bailie of the council. The reason for that 
concession, as I recollect — because I actually was one of these ap- 
pearing in the case — was that there seemed no one reason to sup- 
port that the documents which had found their way into the public 
domain had actually done so by being given to agents or bailies. So, 
the House of Lords don’t specifically deal with agency. 

I think — I’ve been thinking about what the test is on the ques- 
tion of documents where there may be some degree of an agency 
relationship. One possibility is that at that point one looks to local 
law to interpret. Of course, this is not my area of expertise, but the 
common law is fairly uniform. 

I don’t think there are huge differences. I don’t believe, under 
English law, that the documents of consultants, advisors to an em- 
bassy would be regarded as the property of the embassy. The basic 
starting principle of the common law, as I understand it, is that 
when a letter is sent, the physical property in the documents 
passes to the recipient. There could, of course, be special terms, but 
as I understand it, there have been no special terms here. And, of 
course, there may be other issues of copyright, for example, which 
I think, again, are not material. 

The test of local law to determine ownership is perhaps not en- 
tirely satisfactory because it could lead to — possibly to a lack of 
uniformity not only among the 180 states who are parties to the 
Convention, but also, as I understand, within the different jurisdic- 
tions in the — in the United States. It would be rather difficult to 
determine the question differently in the law of Virginia, in the law 
of District of Columbia. 

It may be there that the right test is to look for — at whether 
there are any circumstances in which documents originating in an 
embassy, but sent outside could remain protected. And thinking ob- 
jectively about it, it seems to me that really ought only to be the 
case where one is perhaps talking about an agent who is purely a 
mouthpiece for the embassy; and I underlined the possibility of an 
interpreter or translator sent a document in the foreign language, 
the language of the sending state, in order to translate it with no 
substantive input into the content. And I think it’s arguable that, 
in that case, the document would continue to be an archive. 

That seems to me very different from the position of public rela- 
tions specialists whose function is very much to advise; and then 
that takes me back to the policy of the act that advice on how to 
present the case for your government is quite proper. It’s perfectly 
proper for the Ambassador to employ local expertise, but he must 
respect and obey the local law which provides the framework. 

So, coming back, it does in fact remain my own conclusion — al- 
though, of course, ultimately the question might require — might 
well require to be tested in a court of law — but that in the present 
circumstances, these documents, which cover, of course, opinions 
generated outside the embassy — and I find it very interesting to 
listen to the kinds of documents listed by the previous witness as 
to what we are talking about, many of these not in any sense being 
embassy memoranda or secret communications between the Saudi 
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Ambassador and his government, but quite different kinds of infor- 
mation, perfectly properly held within the scope of the act, and as 
it seems to me, perfectly clearly accessible. 

I’d just like to also deal with the question of the correspondence 
of the mission, because that takes us over to a different article of 
the Convention, Article 27, which deals with freedom of commu- 
nication. And that has been argued in the exchanges that there 
have been about the status of the documents. 

Article 27.2 says that the official correspondence of the mission 
shall be inviolable. Now, it is clear from — to some extent from the 
records of the Convention that what was meant by a correspond- 
ence was really material in transit. There is no indication of the 
records of the conference that they were meaning that any letter 
that came from an embassy to anyone in the receiving state was 
inviolable. It was a question of the agents of the receiving states 
not intercepting this — and, of course, in this article there are a 
great many cases of interception of an embassy’s communications. 
And again perhaps — I think it probably is the case that letters ac- 
tually in transit to an embassy are inviolable in that they can’t be 
intercepted in the post. 

There is — I think it is also helpful in looking at the extent of the 
protection given by Article 27 to look back at the beginning of Arti- 
cle 27, which is, my view, the most important article in the Vienna 
Convention. And what the Article 27, at the beginning, says is, 
“The receiving state shall permit and protect free communication 
on the part of the mission for all official purposes.” Now, the criti- 
cal point I think is the next sentence, which says, “In communicat- 
ing with the government, the other missions and consulates of the 
sending state wherever situated, the mission may employ all appro- 
priate means, including diplomatic couriers and messages in code 
or cipher.” And there are also references to the diplomatic wires. 

One sees from the beginning of 27, which I think should be car- 
ried over to paragraph 2 of Article 27, that this is not really deal- 
ing with the correspondence between the mission and the outside 
world; it is really dealing with internal correspondence. It means 
that a state which can’t afford to send a courier and a bag can put 
a letter in the post, address it to the government ministry of for- 
eign affairs, and that letter, if it accidentally is lost or if it is inter- 
cepted or stolen, is not admissible in evidence. And again, I think 
the test on 27.2 is legally the same as that applies in the case of 
archives and documents. 

There is very little case law on 27.2 for the simple reason that 
it is the practice of government not to send delicate, sensitive, con- 
troversial letters through the open post; they send them by hand 
of a diplomatic agent or they send them by hand of the courier. But 
I don’t think that 27.2 gives a wider protection to any of the docu- 
ments that we are concerned with. 

So simply to sum up in one sentence, it is not my view that the 
documents in the — which are clearly in the possession of the firms 
which have been subpoenaed are entitled to inviolability. And it is 
also my view, having — in the light of the correspondence I’ve seen, 
that the implications of accepting the proposition put forward that 
these archives are inviolable would be very far-reaching and very 
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dangerous. And I realize that the committee are very well aware 
of this. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Professor. 

Professor, do you have any concern that the legal theory being 
put forward by the Saudis could be used to cloak the documents 
of spies, terrorists, and other individuals who receive funds and di- 
rections from embassies? 

Ms. Denza. So far as documents, yes. I think that was what I 
was alluding to in my concluding — concluding words. I think there 
is no distinction of principle. 

Mr. Burton. Let me just interrupt, because I want to make sure 
in layman’s language everyone understands. As I understand your 
statements and all of the research that you have done, if it’s be- 
tween the embassy and other internal governmental agencies, that 
is held inviolate. 

Ms. Denza. Indeed. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. But if it is correspondence or some kind of trans- 
mission between an embassy government or government entity to 
a public relations firm that is in the control of the public relations 
firm, then that is not inviolate? 

Ms. Denza. I believe that is the correct position. These docu- 
ments are not inviolable. 

Mr. Burton. Now, let me ask you about your credentials, be- 
cause I think this is very, very important. You advise — as I under- 
stand it, you advise the British Government and the U.S. State De- 
partment regarding the Vienna Convention. Is that correct? 

Ms. Denza. I was a legal advisor within the British Foreign Of- 
fice for a number of years. I think my main credentials really are 
that I have written what I think is the standard book on the Vi- 
enna Convention and diplomatic relations. And I did work on these 
issues when I was working within government. 

Mr. Burton. So you are considered probably, and I don’t — I 
know you are probably very modest. But you are probably one of 
the foremost experts on the Vienna Convention. 

Ms. Denza. I’ve always been very, very interested in it. When I 
joined the Foreign Office as an assistant legal advisor, the first 
thing I was asked to do was to — which was after the conclusion of 
the Vienna Convention — was to write an article. And the article 
grew over a period of about 10 years into a book. And there has 
been a more — a second edition, which, of course. I’ve written out- 
side government and therefore which — without using any privi- 
leged information. 

Mr. Burton. Excuse me for 1 second. In the letters of the law- 
yers for the Saudi Embassy, which you have received, they claim 
that a court could conduct an in-camera review of documents in a 
case of espionage and find that law enforcement’s need for the doc- 
uments outweighs the embassy’s interests in keeping them secret. 
Do you think there is any support for such a theory, or are the 
Saudis just making that theory up to draw attention away from the 
disastrous consequences of the privilege claim? 

Ms. Denza. It is my view that this idea will not work in the con- 
text of inviolable documents. I’ve — except that the position may be 
different if you’re dealing with a privilege conferred by local law; 
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for example, the privilege of the executive or the privilege of the 
lawyer. It’s then perhaps possible for a national court, a domestic 
court, to carry out a balancing act. 

When you’re dealing with inviolable documents, which if they are 
inviolable essentially belong to a foreign government, I don’t think 
this is practical or possible. Either the documents are inviolable or 
they’re not inviolable. 

Of course, some of the documents may also be covered by claims 
to privilege, which is not my concern; that’s a legal professional 
privilege where there may be more than one ground advanced to 
protect the documents. And, of course. I’m not saying anything 
about what’s the position, if it was argued they were covered by 
legal professional privilege; but I don’t think there’s any support in 
any of the cases for the idea that an inviolability — the court of the 
receiving State — in this case the United States — can properly bal- 
ance the interests of the foreign state against the interests of its 
own judicial system. Such balancing as is done has to be done by 
the actual terms of the convention. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you. We have a little bit more tape I’d like 
to run and then we’ll get back to our questions and wrap this up. 

[Tape played.] 

Mr. Burton. I think that pretty much says it all. 

I asked questions of the State Department when they were here. 
One of the questions was, has the State Department expressed any 
concern to the Saudi Government regarding its role in the kidnap- 
ping of Heidi Al-Omary? And the answer they wrote back to me in 
writing was the Department has no evidence that the Saudi Gov- 
ernment played a role in the kidnapping of Heidi. 

And that is just so disgusting because it’s so evident that the 
Saudi Government knew about it, they were informed about it, and 
they went ahead and granted the passports anyhow. And I’m dis- 
appointed in our State Department for making that kind of a state- 
ment because it’s so evident that they were complicitous. 

Professor Denza, let me just ask you one more question. Is there 
any reason to think that the definition of inviolability under the Vi- 
enna Convention would differ depending upon whether the Justice 
Department or Congress was asking for the documents? 

Ms. Denza. No. Inviolability implies that neither the executive 
nor the legislative nor the judicial authorities in the receiving State 
can use any legal powers of compulsion to require documents to be 
supplied; or, in the case of personal immunity, a person to appear. 
That was very clearly helpfully set out in the judgment in the 
international case to which I referred. 

Mr. Burton. So if a public relations firm had correspondence 
and other information in their control, in your opinion, whether it 
was the Justice Department, the administration or the Congress, 
the legislative branch, subpoenaed those, they would be able to get 
them? 

Ms. Denza. That’s right. If they’re not inviolable, then the ordi- 
nary process of U.S. law apply. 

Mr. Burton. OK. Let me just ask Ms. Roush and Ms. McClain 
just a couple of questions here, and then we’ll — I’ll make a final 
statement and then we’ll wrap this up. 
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Ms. Roush, you have lot of experience dealing with Saudi lobby- 
ists. Have they been honest with you in the past? 

Ms. Roush. No, sir. They have manipulated me and they’ve lied 
to me and betrayed me and used me. 

Mr. Burton. Have you ever received assurances from the Saudi 
lobbyists that they’re working on the return of your children and 
that the Saudi Government was working in good faith and what 
was really going on? 

Ms. Roush. No. They have continually betrayed me and deceived 
me, and the Saudi Government and their paid mouthpieces have 
worked hand in hand for 17 years to keep me from my daughters. 

Mr. Burton. Let me ask both of you this question. It’s my under- 
standing that both of you have been threatened in the past by 
Saudi lobbyists. Can you tell us how they were threatening you? 

Ms. McClain. They have threatened us via e-mail. They have 
threatened us with legal action on occasion if we did not drop boy- 
cotts that we were involved in. And they just boycotted our press 
conference that we had here in Washin^on. That was kind of an 
implied threat, I felt. 

Ms. Roush. Yes, when we were dealing with Hill & Knowlton, 
the torture lobbyists in Washington, they sent me a letter that is 
included in the file, saying they were going to sue me because in 
fact they did not represent the Saudi Government. Which I sent a 
letter back to them stating under — in the book Agents of Influence 
by Pat Choate in 1990, they were listed as not only representing 
the Saudi Arabian Government, but Prince Talal and Adnan 
Koshaggi. 

Mr. Burton. Did the lobbyists from Hill & Knowlton lie to you 
regarding their relationship with the Saudi Government? That’s 
what you just commented about. They did lie to you. 

Ms. Roush. Yes, they lied; blatantly lied. 

Mr. Burton. You believe that permanent damage was done to 
your daughters by what happened on August 31st in London, cor- 
rect? 

Ms. Roush. Oh, sir, sir, what they did to my daughters in Lon- 
don is unspeakable. It’s inhuman. It’s — these people, Petruzello and 
etc., they should be held responsible for what they did to my 
daughters, let alone what they did to me that weekend. I truly 
thought that this was all coming down around me, all my work to 
get my daughters back. But never mind what they did to me. I 
can’t even imagine Alia and Aisha and Alia’s baby in that hotel 
room in London, and that woman from Qorvis was there, and they 
were coordinating all this, and O’Reilly’s producer. And they knew 
they were in a free country and they couldn’t get out, d they were 
forced to say things against their mom, again and again and again. 
And then they were taken back to Saudi Arabia, knowing full well 
that they couldn’t get out. They knew that was a chance. Alia did. 
Aisha was probably so confused by it all, but certainly Alia knew 
what was happening. 

And it’s frightful to realize the power of the Saudi Arabian Gov- 
ernment and the power of these lobbyists, how they manipulate, 
how they manipulated my daughters. It’s unspeakable and it’s 
against all of our laws and the laws of the Lord. 
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Mr. Burton. Do you think it’s important that we obtain the doc- 
uments from the lobbyists so that we can see what was really going 
on and why they sent your daughters to London? 

Ms. Roush. I think that’s exactly true. I think it’s so important 
because they’re hiding so much about the interference — the partici- 
pation of the public relations firms with what happened not only 
in the very past past, but also concerning this whole scheme, this 
whole Stalinistic show trial in London. I mean, I think there are 
documents there. It’s my belief, sir, that there are such incriminat- 
ing documentation that they might even be able to go to jail be- 
cause of what they did. 

Mr. Burton. The Saudis claim that they’re trying to resolve the 
kidnapping of your daughter, Ms. McClain. Have you seen any evi- 
dence of that? 

Ms. McClain. I have not seen any evidence that they’re trying 
to resolve this. I just found out from an article on the Internet that 
they had told Patton Boggs to go ahead and try to resolve these. 
I haven’t had any calls from Patton Boggs saying we’d like to work 
with you on this. So the answer is no. 

Mr. Burton. The Saudis and the U.S. State Department deny 
that the Saudi Embassy was complicit in your daughter’s kidnap- 
ping. Do you believe them? 

Ms. McClain. That is patently false. Several years before my 
daughter was ever kidnapped, I sent all my legal documents to 
Prince Bandar, to all the Saudi consulates in the United States. I 
believe there was one in Houston at the time and I think the other 
one was in Los Angeles. They all have those documents. I sent 
them registered. I sent them certified. I had them translated into 
Arabic so they knew exactly what they said. And I said, this child 
does not have permission from me or from the court to leave the 
United States of America with her father. And Prince Bandar knew 
that. 

Mr. Burton. So the State Department, en they say they have no 
evidence that this — that the Saudis were complicitous, the State 
Department must have their eyes covered. 

Ms. McClain. I don’t know if the State Department has that evi- 
dence or not. I’ve told the State Department. I don’t know if the 
Saudis have turned those documents over to the State Department 
or shared that information with them. But 

Mr. Burton. But you think the State Department ought to help 
us in our quest to get these documents from the public relations 
firm so that we can check that out. 

Ms. McClain. Definitely. The State Department, the Justice De- 
partment, the FBI, needs to get involved in this. I don’t think this 
is any less bad than embassy officials writing letters and checks to 
terrorists. You know, to me this is just as bad. My children are vic- 
tims of terrorism. 

Ms. Roush. It’s worse. It involves our flesh and blood. 

Mr. Burton. Let me just end up by saying — and I want to thank 
my staff for all the hard work they’ve been doing on this. Jim and 
David and Kevin, you guys work very hard and I really appreciate 
it. You guys ought to give them a pat on the back when you get 
a chance. 
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Let me end up by saying this. We’re at the end of the year and 
I see some of the lawyers for the public relations firms out there. 
And I’m sure that they understand that at the end of a session like 
this, it’s hard to go ahead and get legal actions taken. And so I’m 
confident that they feel they can run out the clock on us. But it 
isn’t going to work because we’re going to continue this next year. 
We now have the Senate that’s going to work with us. And I prom- 
ise you that we will continue to beat on this issue until something 
is resolved. 

And the people are getting $200,000 $300,000 a month or how- 
ever much they get representing the Saudis, need to give them 
some good advice. And that is, resolve these cases. Show the Amer- 
ican people and these mothers that they really do want to solve 
these problems and do care, and that the Wahhabis over there are 
not controlling the government — as many of us, myself included, 
think that they are to a large degree — and that they’re going to be 
concerned about the human rights and the rights of American citi- 
zens who have been kidnapped here in the United States and 
taken overseas. 

So this isn’t going to go away. It’s something that will continue. 
I won’t be chairman next year, but I don’t know if you guys know 
much about me. But I won’t keep my light hidden under a basket, 
and I’ll make sure that we push the right buttons to continue to 
move this thing forward. So you ladies, don’t give up hope. There’s 
still — still some good possibility that we’ll get this thing resolved 
eventually. 

And with that, thank you all for being here. We stand adjourned. 

[Whereupon, at 12:37 p.m., the committee was adjourned.] 

[Additional information submitted for the hearing record and a 
complete set of exhibits follow:] 
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His Royal Highness Prince Bandar bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz 
Ambassador 

Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia 
601 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20037 

Dear Prince Bandar; 

I have received your letter of October 22, 2002, as well as the replies from the various 
law firms involved in this matter, refusing to produce the records subpoenaed by the Committee, 
and claiming that the records are protected by the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. I 
do not believe that your letter is a satisfactory reply to the three subpoenas the Committee has 
issued to Patton Boggs, LLP, Qorvis Communications, and The Gallagher Group. This is a 
claim without any support in the legal precedents of the United States or, to the best of our 
knowledge, any other signatory to the Vienna Convention. It is also a claim which has been 
explicitly rejected in the attached analysis by a leading expert on the Vienna Convention, 
Professor Eileen Denza. Simply put, the Vienna Convention extends broad protections to 
diplomatic agents of a foreign government, as well as some more limited protections to foreign 
nationals who are employed by a diplomatic mission in other capacities, but it has no application 
to American citizens who choose to sell their services as public relations/lobbying mouthpieces 
for foreign interests. To the contrary, the Foreign Agents Registration Act, which was enacted 
by Congress in 1937, makes clear that the activities of such “propagandists,” including the 
documents they generate, send and receive in the course of those activities, are to be subject to 
the “spotlight of pitiless publicity” so that the American people may be fully informed of both 
the identity of the propagandists and the nature of the activities they imdertake on behalf of their 
foreign masters. It is ludicrous to suggest, as you and your lawyers do, that when the United 
States ratified the Vienna Convention some 25 years after the enactment of FARA, it intended to 
shroud in absolute secrecy the very same activities of these propagandists. 

As a preliminary matter, it is important that you understand the Committee’s need for the 
subpoenaed records. Since the beginning of this year, the Committee has been investigating 
abductions of U.S. citizens to Saudi Arabia. For at least 20 years, the Saudi government has 
refused to provide meaningful cooperation to the U.S. government in resolving kidnapping cases. 
The Committee hoped that if public attention was brought to this matter, the Saudi government 
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would finally work seriously to ^Ive the prc^lem- However, for the last several months, it 
appears that the Saudi government has work^ to undermine the Committee and its efforts to 
bring American citizens home. The Saudi government has made numerous misleading 
statements about the kidnapping cases and about the Ccwnmittee’s efforts. It has engaged in 
publicity stunts, for example, flying the Ghcshayan sisters to London to deliver a statement 
rather than having them meet with their mother in the United States. These actions have led me 
to question whether the Saudi government has any intention of working with the U.S. 
government in good faith to resolve these kidnsqiping cases. I believe that the documents sought 
by the Committee’s subpoenas should answer this question. If indeed, the Saudi government has 
no intention of resolving these cases and intends only to undermine the U.S. government’s 
efforts, it will certainly sh^e the Congress’ legislative response to this situation. 

I am extremely troubled that you have decided to raise these highly questionable legal 
privileges in response to the Committee’s subpoena. It appears that you are raising a privilege 
that has never been raised before in this context to prevent the Congress and the American public 
from learning what your lobbyists and public relations agents were doing to respond to these 
kidnapping cases. This leads me to wonder; what is the Saudi government trying to hide? I am 
afraid that this claim of privilege isjust frie latest in a series of unfortunate actions taken by the 
Saudi govenmieiit in these kidnappii^ cases. Apparently it is not enough for the Saudi 
government to hold American citizens against their will, lie about its actions, and in some cases 
to be complicit in the kidnapping. Now the Saudi government is attempting to prevent the 
Congress from learning what role the Saudi government’s American lobbyists have played in : 
this matter. This claim of privilege has no support in the law, and is intended only to keep the 
facts from Congress and the American parents of the kidnapped children who are trying to learn 
what the Saudi govemnienl is doing to return their children. 

I. The Subpoenaed Documents Are Not Protected by the Vienna Convention on 

Diplomatic Relations 

The main argument you have pul forth is that the documents of your lobbyists are 
protected from disclosure by the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. Specifically, you 
have claimed that the lobbyists’ records are “archives and documents of the mission” which are 
“inviolable” under the Vienna Convention. This appears to be an unprecedented claim which 
conflicts with the lobbying firms’ longstanding legal obligations under the Foreign AgOTts 
Registration Act (“FARA”). Moreover, there is no support for the Saudi position, either in the 
text of the Vienna Convention, or in the supporting caselaw. Indeed, the world’s leading expert 
on the Vienna Convention, Professor Eileen Denza, has issued a written opinion supporting the 
Committee’s position on this point. Finally, the practical ramifications of your argument have 
deeply troubling consequences for the nation’s efforts to combat terrorism. 

A. The Lobbyists’ Legal Responsibilities Under FARA 

The three entities subpoenaed by the Committee, Patton Boggs, Qorvis Communications, 
and The Gallaglier Group (“the subpoenaed firms”), are all registered agents of the Saudi 
government under FARA. FARA was passed to: 
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[PJublicize the nature of subversive or odier similar activities of such foreign 
propagandists, so that the American people may know those who are engaged in 
this country by foreign agencies to spread doctrines alien to our democratic form 
of government, or propaganda for the purpose of influencing American public 
opinion on a political question. 

H. Rep. 1381, 75th Cong., 1st Sess. (1937). Under FARA, all registrants must disclose, among 
other things, a statement of the registrant’s business and a statement of the nature of the work the 
registrant performs for the foreign principal 22 U.S.C. § 612(a). In addition, the registrant must 
keep “such books of account and other records with respect to all his activities ... as the 
Attorney General, having due regard for the national security and the public interest, may by 
regulation prescribe[.]” 22 U.S.C. § 61 5. Department of Justice regulations specify that FARA 
registrants must keep and preserve, among other things, “[a] 11 correspondence, memoranda, 
cables, telegrams, teletype messages, and other written communications to and from all foreign 
principals and all other persons, relating to the registrant’s activities on behalf of, or in the 
interest of any of his foreign principals.” 28 C.RR. § 5.500(a)(1). The registrant must also keep 
“{a]ll correspondence, memoranda, cables, telegrams, telet)'pe messages, and other written 
commumcations to and from all persons, other than foreign principals, relating to the registrant’s 
political activity, or relating to political activity on the part of any of the registrant’s foreign 
principals.” 28 C.F.R. § 5.500(a)(2). All of these records “shall be open at all reasonable times 
to the inspection of any official charged, with the Enforcement of ’ FARA. - 22 U.S.C. § 615. 

Therefore under federal law, the subpoenaed firms are required to keep all of their 
records of correspondence with the Saudi government or regarding their activities on behalf of 
the Saudi government. These records are open to Justice Department inspection at “all 
reasonable times.” The Justice Department has frequently exercised its rights under 22 U.S.C. § 
615 to obtain and inspect the records of individuals and entities registered under FARA.' See 
Emerson v. Department of Justice, 603 F. Supp. 459, 462 (D.D.C. 1985) (“Often copies of 
papers in the registrant’s file are obtained for further examination. . . . Some of these papers may 
include diary entries, entertainment guest lists, explanation of certain expenditures and other 
details of the registrant’s activities, including activities that are not required to be reported.”) 

The documents sought by the Committee, are in large part, if not in their entirety, documents 
required to be maintained and open to Justice Department inspections under FARA. Given this 
fact, it is difficult for me to understand your argument that these precise documents are 
“inviolable” under the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. Indeed, FARA was 
intended to address fact patterns much like the one before the Committee, in which foreign 
governments retain American firms and individuals to present propaganda to mislead the 
American public regarding their highly questionable activities. 

B. The Lack of Legal Support for the Saudi Government’s Position 

While your letter and those of your lawyers were very well drafted and cited many cases, 
the simple fact is that there is no support for the proposition that the subpoenaed records are 


In fact, according to records provided to the Committee by the Department of Justice, it appears that the records of 
at least one Saudi lobbyist have in the past been mspected under FARA. 
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“archives and documents of the mission.” Most illustrative of this fact is that Professor Eileen 
Denza has drafted the attached legal opinion in support of the Committee’s position on this 
question. Professor Denza is a member of the Faculty of Laws at University College London 
and is the author of Diplomatic Law, the leading treatise on the Vienna Convention. As you can 
see from the attached letter, Professor Denza believes that “the records which are the subject of 
subpoenas from the Committee on Government Reform of the House of Representatives are not 
archives or documents of the Saudi mission and so not protected on the basis of inviolability 
from disclosure.” Wlien one reviews the text of the Vienna Convention, it is clear why Professor 
Denza supports the Committee’s position. Article 24 of the Vienna Convention states that “[t]he 
archives and documents of the mission shall be inviolable at any time and wherever they may 
be.” However, there is nothing in the Vienna Convention suggesting that documents generated 
by or in tlie possession of lobbyists and public relations specialists are in fact “archives and 
documents of the mission.” You have not cited any casetew claiming that documents generated 
by such individuals are protected under Article 24. Rather, you have relied on a tenuous series 
of analogies which in reality, provide no support for your position. 

First, you claim that under “settled law,” the documents in the possession of the Saudi 
lobbyists are the property of the Saudi Embassy, and that they are therefore subject to the 
provisions of the Vienna Convention. The main case you cite in support of this proposition is In 
re Grand. Jury Proceedings ^727 F..2d 94 i (.10th Gir. 1984). However, an examination of that . - 
case shows that it ^ose in a setting where a lawyer’s recoMs had been subpoenaed, the client 
directed the lawyer to comply with the subpoena, and the lawyer refused, claiming that he was 
. .protected . from production by the Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution and the attorney: 
work product doctrine. The court held that for Fifth Amendment purposes, the lawyer did not 
. possess the documents in a “purely personal capacity” and therefore was not entitled to invoke 
his Fifth Amendment rights over them. The case might be relevant precedent if the Saudi 
government directed tlie lobbying firms to comply with the Committee’s subpoenas and the 
firms refused. However, it certainly does not establish that the documents of a lobbyist should 
be considered “archives and documents of the mission” within the meaning of the Vienna 
Convention. 

Tire other c^es which you cited. In re Stone, 672 A.2d 1032 (D.C. 1995), In re Karr, 722 
A.2d 16 (D.C. 1998), and In re Bernstein, 707 A.2d 371 (D.C. 1998), stand for foe proposition 
that a client should receive a copy of the case file upon request at the end of the representation. 
These cases do not suggest that all documents generated by or obtained by a lawyer or lobbyist 
in the course of his work are the property of the client. They also do not suggest that in 
situations where a lobbyist does have to return certain records upon the request of the client that 
the lobbyist cannot maintain copies of those records. The cited cases also do not address the case 
before the Committee, where in fact there is an ongoing representation. Most significantly, the 
Saudi lobbyists are under a statutory' obligation to maintain copies of the records, and this 
obligation would supersede any request from their client or the caselaw you have cital. FARA 
requires registered agents to keep copies of records relating to their representation for three years 
following the termination of their representation of the foreign principal. While the cases you 
have cited do not clearly establish an ownership interest by tlie Saudi Embassy in the subpoenaed 
records, it is clear that if such an interest exists, it is severely limited by FARA’s requirement 
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that the registered agent maintain the records and that the Justice Department have access to the 
reconis. 

Most importantly, you have not cited any authority which suggests that the documents in 
the possession of consultants for an embassy are “archives and documents of the mission.” In 
fact, as she discusses in her attached letter, Professor Deaza believes that the most relevant 
precedent supports the Committee’s position. The main case you have cited for the proposition 
that the subpoenaed records are protected und^ the Vienna Convention is In re Liberian Eastern 
Timber Corp. v. The Government of the Republic of Liberia, 659 F. Supp. 606(D.D.C. 1987). 
However, Liberian Eastern Timber Corp. deals with the attachment of Embassy bank accounts, 
that is, binds belonging to the Embassy and necessary to perform Embassy functions. As 
Professor Denza has written to the Committee, there is a major difference beti^'een a litigant’s 
attempt to attach the funds which belong to an Embassy, and the Committee’s attempt to 
subpoena records belonging to lobbying firms: 

There have been a series of cases in several jurisdictions, this case being one of 
them, which now establish that embassy bank accounts are entitled to protection 
under customary international law. The case cannot be used in order to enlarge 
the protection given under a different Article of the Vienna Convention where the . 

. wider construction cannot be supported by either the. words. of the Convention, by . 

• practice, or by authorities in other jurisdictions- , • < 

- The rernainderof the cases cited by your lawyers have little to do: with the issue.before ^ 
the Conanitt^. For example, your attorneys have cited an Office of Legal Counsel opiriion 
drafted; regarding a claim of executive privilege by President Clinton. In that case, President 
Clinton claimed executive privilege in response to a Congressional subpoena for records 
containing presidential communications relating to U.S. foreign policy in Haiti. Of course, 
executive privilege is a constitutionally based privilege which protects certain presidential 
communications. It goes without saying that executive privilege - a privilege for the U.S. 
President under the U.S. Constitution - is not available to the Saudi government and its 
consultants, lobbyists and public relations agents. Your attorneys have also cited a series of 
cases arising under the Freedom of Information Act regarding the deliberative process privilege. 
Of course, these cases have nothing to say about the Vienna Convention or Congress’ right to 
obtain records in the possession of lobbyists and public relations specialists for foreign 
governments.^ The fact that your attorneys have spent so many pages discussing cases which are 
so inapplicable to the facts before the Committee demonstrates Ae lack of support for your 
position. 


^ It should be noted that the deliberative process privilege discussed in the cases cited by your lawyers would not be 
available to ll.S. government agencies in response to a Congressional subpoena. It would be an anomalous result 
indeed to provide private parties lobbying on behalf of foreign govenuments with the benefit of the deliberative 
process privilege when it is not available to the U.S. government in response to Congressional subpoenas. 
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C. The Disturbing RamificatioDS of the Saudi Position 

It is also important to consider the ramifications of your argument. First, if your position 
were correct, a foreign mission could anploy a TJ.S. citizen to break the law, and then cloak any 
documents about fliat activity in diplomatic immunhy. Even a spy could be hired by a foreign 
mission, and tiien claim that his docum^its are protected by the Vienna Convention if diey were 
sought by the FBI. I see no reason why spies like Robert Hanssen, Aldrich Ames, or Jonathan 
Pollard could not claim that they were agents of foreign embassies, and that their documents 
were protected from disclosure by the Vienna Convention. If this argument were allowed to 
stand it could potentially cripple future espionage investigations/ and would distort the 
fund^ental purpose of the Vienna Convention. Second, and perhaps most significantly, your 
interpretation of the Vierma Convention would eviscerate FARA. FARA was passed to “protect 
the national defense, internal security, and foreign relations of the United States by requiring 
public disclosure by persons engaging in propaganda activities for or on behalf of foreign 
governments, foreign political parties, and other forei^ principals so that the Government and 
tlie people of the United States may be informed of the idaitity of such persons and may appraise 
frieir statements and actions in the li^t of their associations and activities.” Meese v. Keene, 481 
U.S. 465, 469 (1987) (quoting 56 Stat. 248-49 (1942)). To ensure that filings made under FARA 
are accurate, the Justice Department has the right to obtain a. wide array of documents relating to 
a registrant’s repr.esentidion of a foreign entity; Yet, your argument would keep the Department . 
•from obtaining any of these records. This interpretation would virtually, bar the Justice 
.Department from enforcing FARA. It is noteworthy .that in the 30 years;that the United States . ; 
has-been a signatoryrto the Vienna Convention, the Justice Department has ropeatedly obtained .. 
records from representatives of foreign governments, and yet apparently, not once has a foreign 
government made the claim that you advancing. 

It is unthinkable that Congress, through silence or inadvertence, relinquished its vital 
oversight responsibilities over registered foreign agents. A number of courts have held that 
statutory nondisclosure provisions, when they are not explicitly applicable to Congress, cannot 
be used to deny Congress access to information. See. e.g. , FTC v. Owens-Corning Fiberglass 
Corp,, 626 F.2d 966, 970 (D.C. Cir. 1980); Exxon Corp. v. FTC, 589 F.2d 582, 585-86 (D.C. Cir. 
1978); Moon v. C!A, 514 F. Supp. 836, 840-41 (SONY 1981). Likewise, there is nothing in the 
Vienna Convention which makes the nondisclosure provisions of the Convention applicable to 
the documents at issue, much less a Congressional request for such documents. 

11. Testimony by Representatives of the Subpoenaed Firms is Not Privileged 

Just as disturbing as your claim th^ the subpoenaed documents are privileged is your 
apparent belief that testimony by lobbyists and consultants for the Saudi government is 
privileged as well. Your letter did not make this argument clear, but your lawyers made it clear 
in their recent meeting with Committee staff that you believe that the Committee cannot compel 
your lobbyists and consultants to testify regarding their activities. You are apparently making 
this claim despite the fact that the Committee has already subpoenaed your top public relations 


^ Tlie argument you have made could potentially allow attorneys for previously convicted spies like Hanssen, Ames 
or Pollard to go back and argue against their convictions. 
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consultant, Michael Petrazzello, and he testifi^ extensively about his work for the Saudi 
government. 

Your claim is also inconsistent with the Vienna Convention itself, which explicitly 
identifies the persons who are entitled to assert privileges against providing evidence. Article 
31(2) of the Vienna Convention provides that a “diplomatic agent is not obliged to give evidence 
as a witness.” This privilege is also expressly extended to members of the administrative and 
technical staff of tlie mission, so long as memb^ are not nationals or permanent residents 

of the receiving state. Art. 37(2). Such nationals or permanent residents are entitled to only such 
privileges and immunities as the receiving State chooses to provide them. Art. 38. By contrast, 
your claim would extend a privilege against providing evidence to U.S. nationals who are not 
even employees of tlie mission, and who do not fall within any of the categories of protected 
persons identified by the Convention. SeeAsX. 1. Indeed, Professor Denza has written to the 
Committee that “[lobbyists and public relations qjecialists providing professional services to the 
Embassy of Saudi Arabia would not on that basis be exempt from an obligation to testify as 
witnesses.” 

Moreover, even individuals who, unlike the lobbyists and consultants here, occupy 
positions which the Vienna Convention was designed to protect are not exempt from compulsion 
to provide evidence unless and until the State Department has been notified of their appointment 
in the manner required by the Convention. Vulcan Iron Works, Inc. v. Polish American 
Machinery Corp.^A19.V.S\xpp. 1060, i064-65.(S.D.N.Y. 1979). This requirement preserves the 
State Department’s ability to reject appointments it finds objectionable, and ensures that the class 
of pereons protected by the Convention is clearly defined. If the government of Saudi Arabia 
tnily intended and expected that its consultants and lobbyists would be protected by the Vienna 
Convention, it would have so notified the State Department when they were retained. 

III. Attorney-Client Privilege and Attorney Work Product 

You also objected to the production of any documents protected by the attorney-client 
privilege and attorney work product doctrine. Of course. Congress is not obligated to recognize 
common law privileges like the attorney-client privilege. See, e.g., Proceedings Against Ralph 
Bernstein and Joseph Bernstein, H. Rep. No. 99-462, 99th Cong., 2d Sess. 13 notes 12-14 
(1986). Even if the Committee were disposed to accept such a claim in this case, it is doubtful 
that many of the documents are covered by the attorney-client privilege. Only one of the tliree 
subpoena recipients is a law firm. It also appears that most of the work being carried out, even 
by the law firm, is related to lobbying, not legal work, and would therefore not be protected by 
the attorney-client privilege. See In re grand Jury Subpoenas dated March 9. 2001 at 43-44 
(S.D.N.Y. 2001). See also Federal Deposit Insurance Cotporation v. Hurwitz, No. Misc. 01- 
0287 (D.D.C. July 2.5, 2002),'* Similarly, Congress is not obligated to recognize the attorney 


* It is interesting to note that in Uje Hurwitz case. Judge Thomas Psnfield Jackson allowed the FDIC to proceed with 
a subpoena of records relating to the lobbying^activities of Patton Boggs. According to a press account. Judge 
Jackson informed counsel for Patton Boggs that “he would be inclined to agree with him ‘if you w'ere, in fact, 
defense counsel’ but added; ‘You are not. You provided services of a different nature.’” James V. Grimaldi, FDIC 
Case Against Texas Businessman Hurwitz Moves Forward with Approval of Subpoena, The Washington Post 
(August 12, 2002). 
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work product doctrine. Even if the Committee did <diow such a claim in this case, it is unlikely 
that any of the documents at issue would be properly classified as attorney work product, given 
the absence of any anticipated litigation in this matter. Nevertheless, if you believe that any of 
the subpoenaed documents are the proper subject of an attoroey-dient privilege or attorney work 
product claim, we invite you to make such a cl^m and provide a detailed privilege log. 

Conclusion 

hi summary, there is no support for yoia: position that the subpoenaed records are subject 
to protection under the Vienna Convention. Therefore, I reject your claim of privilege, and 
request that the subpoenaed records be produced to the Committee. If the subpoenaed parties do 
not comply with my request, 1 will consid^ ^ipropriate action to enforce the subpoenas aiui 
obtain the requested information. 


^,— 1 ... Sincerely, 


Dan Burton 
Gbainnan 


cc: The Honorable Colin Powell, Secretary of State 
The Honorable John Ashcroft, Attorney General 
The Honorable Henry A. Waxman, Ranking Minority Member 
Maureen B. Mahoney, Latham & Watkins 
Robert Luskin, Patton Boggs LLP 
Leslie Kieman, Counsel for Qorvis Communications 
Peter Romatowski, Counsel for The Gallagher Group 


Attachment 
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UNIVERSITY COLLEGE LONDON 

BBNTHAM HOUSE ENDSLEIGH GARDENS LONDON WCIH OEO 
Tel: 020 7679 2000 Fax: 020 7387 9597 

16 November 2002 


Dear Mr Burton, 

Thank you for your letter of 12 November 2002. I have 
considered the arguments put forward by and on behalf of the 
Embassy of Saudi Arabia in support of their claim that records 
in. possession of three firms of lobbyists retained to work for 
them are entitled to be regarded as * archives and documents of 
the mission'. I am assuming that the relations between the 
three firms and the Saudi Embassy are based on a contract for 
professional services between one of the three firms, Qorvis 
Communications, and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, The other two 
firms are in contractual relations with Qorvis Communications 
and not with Saudi Arabia or with the Ambassador. On that basis 
it is my opinion that the records which are the subject of 
subpoenas from the Committee on Government Reform of the House 
of Representatives are not archives or documents of the Saudi 
mission and so not protected on the basis of inviolability from 
disclosure. 

I will respond to your questions in order:- 

1, Article 24 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic 
Relations reflects pre-existing customary international 
law, but also goes beyond it. It establishes, for example, 
that archives not situated on mission premises are entitled 
to inviolability. Nor do the archives of the mission 

{unlike the diplomatic bag) require to be identified by 
visible official marks indicating their character. 

/ 

subsequent practice has given a wide construction to the 
term 'archives and documents’ by including modern methods 
of storage of information. The 1963 Vienna Convention on 
Consular Relations states that 'consular archives' includes 
all the papers, documents, correspondence, books, films, 
tapes and registers of the consular post, together with the 
ciphers and codes, the card-indexes and any article of 

furniture intended for their protection or safekeeping. 
This wide description has always been regarded as 

applicable to the 1961 Vienna Diplomatic Convention, 
particularly since the immunities accorded to diplomatic 
missions are generally wider than those accorded to 

consular posts. 

To be entitled to inviolability, however, archives and 
docimients must be ’of the mission. The test generally 
applied is that they must belong to or be in the possession 



of the mssion. Et may be noted that at the Vienna 
Conference, the United States proposed, and later withdrew 
an amendruent which would have defined archives as 

'the official records and reference collections 

belonging to or in the possession of the mission’ 

Although the first part of this amendment is clearly too 
narrow^ ^ the second part of the proposed definition; 
'belonging to or in the possession of the mission' has been 
confirmed by subsequent practice. These or very similar 
words appear in a number of agreements conferring 
privileges and immunities on international orcanisations 
where the context suggests that they were intended to be 
declaratory of the meaning of Article 24 of the Vienna 
Convention on Diplomatic Relations. 

The relevance of the test of ownership or possession to 
protection as ’archives and documents' was explored very 
thoroughly by English courts in 1987 in the context of the 
collapse of the Internationa (ITC) . The ITC 

archives were entitled under international agreement, given 
effect in United Kingdom domestic law, to the same 
inviclebillty as was accorded to the official archives of a 
diplomatic mission. The ITC intervened in the case of 
Shearson ieJunan Brother Tnc. and Another v. Maclaine Watson 
& Co, Ltd. and Another seeking to claim inviolability for 
documents originating in the ITC but which had found their 
way into the hands of third parties. You will find the 
successive jiidgments of the English High Court, the Court 
of Ippeal and the House of Lords conveniently together in 
77 International Law Reports, beginning at p. 107, 

At first instance, Webstar, 0, accepted (p. 122) that If a 
document was deliberately sent to a third party ’its 
archival character and its Inviolability are lost’. On 
appeal, Dillon, LJ, maintained (p. 130) that documents in 
the hands of independent experts consulted by the 
International Tin Council ceased to be archives of the 
organisation. When the case reached the House of Lords, 
the Tin council conceded that inviolability could not arise 
'with respect of any documents held by third parties on 
loan from*the ITC or otherwise as bailees or agents for the 
ITC’ (p. 152). Lord Bridge held (p. 155) that ’a document 
communicated to a third party by an officer or en^>loyee of 
the ITC with actual authority, express or implied, or with 
ostensible authority, no longer belongs to the ITC and 
iT^nce no longer enjoys inviolability os part of the 
official archives.’ The House of Lords judgment, giver, the 
agreement and legislation which was in issue, is of equal 
application to archives of a diplomatic mission. It was a 
unanimous iudginent, and I believe that it would be a 
persuasive authority in United States courts. 

2. The case of In re Liberian Eastern Timber Corporation 
V, The Government of the Repablic of Liberia is not 
authority for the argument that documents sent with 
authority to a third party for the purposes of obtaining 
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professional advice remain 'archives and docuKients of the 
irelates to the entirely separate question of 
whether embassy hank accounts are ijnciune fi'oni attaciuaent or 
execution. The Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relatiors 
gives Inviolahiilty to property of a diplomatic mission 
(other than archives, whi<* are treated separately) onlv 
where it is on the pr^aises of the mission. There have 
been a series of cases in several jurisdictions, this case 
being one of them, which now establish that embassy bank 
accounts are entitled to protection under customary 
international law. ihe case carviot be used in order to 
enlarge the protection given under a different Article of 
the Vienna convention >aiere the wider construction cannot 
be supported either by the words of the Convention, by 
practice, or by authorities in other jurisdictions. 


3. Lobbyists and public relations specialists providina 
professional services to the Embassy of Saudi Arabia would 
not on chat basis be exempt from an obligation to testify 
as witnesses. The only persons entitled to exen^tion from 
the duty to testify are diplomatic agents notified and 
accepted as such, as well as other members of the mission 
entitled londer the terns of Articles 37 and 38 of the 
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. Beyond those 
categories, employees and agents of the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia might be able tc assert a claim of sovereign 
irraunity if asked to give evidence on official matters. 
This Is a more difficult area, but I understand that the 
persons concerned are in fact independent contractors 
rather than officials or agents of Saudi Arabia. 

For ccsRpleteness I should add that I have considered whether the 
documents sought might be entitled to inviolability as 'official 
correspondence of the mission’ under Article 27.2 of the Vienna 
Convention on Diplomatic Relations. There Is virtually no 
practice establishing the extent of protection, given under 
Article 27,2 of the Convention, for reasons which I set out in 
my comentary on the provision {Diplomatic law, 2nd ed. pp. 163 
- 18^). In my view, however, correspondence to a third party 
not being an employee of the sending State is not entitled to 
inviolability once it has been received and become the property 
of the recipient. 



Dan Burton 

Chairman, Coimittec on Government Reform 
House of Representatives 
Congress of the United States 
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November 25, 2002 

His Royal Highness Prince Bandar bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz 
Ambassador 

Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia 
601 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20037 

Dear Prince Bandar; 

As you are aware, the Committee has been working for over one year to help U.S. citizens 
who have been abducted to Saudi Arabia. As you are also aware, 1 have publicly questioned 
your government’s condiict regarding child abductions, and I have been very clear in my 
statements that I believe your government has acted in extreme bad faith on this issue. 

Recently, in an effort to obtain additional facts, I subpoenaed records from three lobbying firms 
that have been doing the Kingdom’s bidding on the abduction issue. You refused to comply with 
this lawful subpoena, and claimed instead that the lobbyists’ records were “archives and 
documents” of the Saudi Embassy and, as such, were protected by the Vienna Convention on 
Diplomatic Relations. As you are aware, I have rejected your legal arguments. 

Until two days ago, I was puzzled by why you would fight the Committee so hard regarding 
these documents. Now I understand. This weekend almost every newspaper and television 
network covered a story about funds from your own family that may have ended up in the hands 
of two men who attempted to kill every man and woman in the Pentagon. Obviously, the 
principles you asserted regarding the Vienna Convention in the context of the child abduction 
issue could be used to frustrate U.S. efforts to investigate possible links between your Embassy, 
your family, and the September 1 1 terrorists. You now have an opportunity, however, to 
withdraw your specious Vienna Convention claim and allow expeditious fact finding to occur in 
both the area of the funding of terrorists and the area of child abductions. Legitimate principles 
of diplomatic immunity have not been threatened by the Justice Department, the State 
Department, or the United States Congress. Do not, however, attempt to expand these privileges 
in a manner that would be antithetical to the interests of both of our countries. 

Dan Burton 
Chairman 


cc; The Honorable Henry A. Waxman, Ranking Minority Member 
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OCT 2 2.2002 

house COMKHms ON 

GOVERNMENT REFORM 

ROYAL EMBASSY OF SAUDI ARABIA 
OFFICE OF SOI NEW HAMPSHIRE AVENUE, N. W. 

THE AMBASSADOR WASHINGTON, O. C. 20037 


October 22, 2002 


The Honorable Dan Burton 
United States House of Representatives 
2185 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-1406 

Re: Subpoenas Issued By The Government Reform 

Committee of the United States House of Representatives 

Dear Chairman Burton: 

As you are aware, the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia to the United States has 
been engaged in diplomatic discussions with the State Department concerning a variety of 
important issues germane to international child custody disputes. In an effort to develop a 
comprehensive and productive response to these difficult issues, the Embassy retained outside 
lawyers and consultants who have assisted us with our deliberations. I have now been advised 
that your committee has issued subpoenas duces tecum to these firms requesting the production 
of all documents relating to their representation of the Embassy in this matter. ‘ Although we 
fiilly intend to continue our on-going efforts with the State Department to develop a bilateral 
mechanism for resolving these cases, and to work constructively with your Committee, we are 
deeply concerned by the Committee’s issuance of subpoenas to lawyers and consultants retained 
in connection with the performance of diplomatic functions. For the reasons set forth herein, we 


‘ Subpoenas duces tecum were issued to Patton Boggs, LLP, Qorvis Communications, and 
The Gallagher Group. 
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have directed our representatives not to produce the contents of any files relating to the work 
performed on behalf of the Embassy.^ 

In order to protect the proper functioning of diplomatic relations in the United 
States - not only for Saudi Arabia, but for all nations — my Government is invoking its 
privileges under the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations, April 18, 1961, 23 U.S.T. 
3327, TIAS No. 7502 (“Vienna Convention”) and related legal doctrines.^ The Vienna 
Convention was ratified for the express puipose of “ensuring] the efficient performance of the 
fimctions of diplomatic missions as representing States.” As part of that assurance, the Vienna 
Convention provides that, “[t]he archives and documents of the mission shall be inviolable at any 
time and wherever they may be." Article 24. The Convention fiirther provides that “[t]he 
receiving State shall permit and protect free communication on the part of the mission for all 
official purposes.” Article 27. As the Attorney General of the United States explained when 
advising the President to withhold documents subpoenaed by a House Committee in 1996, the 
“successful conduct of international diplomacy” requires “confidentiality,” and “those who assist 
[the President] must be free to explore alternatives ... in a way many would be unwilling to 
express except privately.” Opinion re Assertion of Executive Privileges for Documents 
Concerning Conduct of Foreign Affairs with Respect to Haiti (September 20, 1996). The 
Convention accordingly must be interpreted to ensure that records and communications relating 
to the performance of a foreign government’s diplomatic functions are not the proper subject of 
compulsory process in the United States. 

These important principles of diplomatic immunity are fully applicable here. The 
Embassy retained these firms to assist with its performance of core diplomatic functions, which 
■the Vienna Convention defines to include (1) “representing the sending State in the receiving 
State”; (2) “protecting in the receiving State the interests of the sending State and of its 
nationals”; (3) “negotiating with the Government of the receiving State”; (4) “ascertaining by ail 
lawful means conditions and developments in the receiving State”; and (5) “promoting friendly 


^ We aJso object to the production of any documents protected by the attorney-client privilege 
and attorney work product doctrines. 

^ Saudi Arabia is a signatoiy to the Vienna Convention. In addition. Congress has extended 
the protections of the Vieima Convention to all foreign missions in the United States. See 22 
U.S.C. § 254(b). 
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relations” between the States. Article 3.'’ And the “fortuity that documents sought by a 
Congressional subpoena are not in the hands of a party claiming injury from the subpoena” does 
not “immunize that subpoena from challenge by that party.” United States v. American 
Telephone & Telegraph Co., 567 F.2d 121, 129 (D.C. Cir. 1977). The Embassy accordingly has 
the right under the Convention to assert diplomatic immunity with respect to official requests for 
files relating to work perfonned by consultants on behalf of the Embassy.^ 

My Government will continue to cooperate closely with your Government on the 
child custody issues, but I firmly believe that issuance of subpoenas to embassy consultants 
threatens the diplomatic interests of all countries. No nation, including the United States, can 
effectively pursue its diplomatic mission in foreign countries without the freedom to 
communicate confidentially with lawyers and consultants.® As the dean of the diplomatic corps 
in the United States, I feel a special responsibility — for the good of all nations - to ensure that 
this important principle is upheld, which is consistent with Congress’s commitment under the 
Vieima Convention to “permit and protect free communication on the part of the missionfs] for 
all official purposes.” 


* In Risk V. Halvorsen, 936 F.2d 393 (199 1) the Ninth Circuit confirmed that actions taken by 
the Norwegian Consulate in connection with a child custody dispute represented consular 
fimctions immune from challenge in United States courts. 

’ See, e.g., in re Liberian Eastern Timber Corp. v. The Government of the Republic of Liberia, 
659 F. Supp. 606 (D.D.C. 1 987) (refusing to permit attachment of Embassy bank accounts 
located “off the premises of the mission” because the Vienna Convention must be construed 
in a manner that will permit embassies to “function efficiently,”) 

® Indeed, the Chair of the House International Relations Committee explained last fall that it 
was essential for U.S. foreign policy to pursue “public diplomacy efforts overseas” to 
improve the image of America in Muslim countries, and that it would be important to 
consult experts “in the private sectors whose careers have focused on the creation of images 
both here and around the world.” The Honorable Henry I. Hyde, “The Role of Public 
Diplomacy in Support of the Anti-Terrorist Campaign” (October 10, 2001). 
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The Honorable Dan Burton 

United States House of Representatives 

Page 4 


I want to assure you that my Government is committed to the resolution of these cases in a 
manner that protects the interests of the children, who are the true victims in these situations. 
We have established a task force within our Government dedicated to the development of a 
bilateral mechanism that will resolve the outstanding cases and help to prevent additional cases 
from occurring in the future. I also remain willing to have representatives of my Embassy meet 
with you to provide the information you need, and I look forward to working with your 
Government and your Committee to finding a workable solution to these issues of critical 
concern to both of our nations. 

Sincerely, 



Bandar bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz 
Ambassador 

cc: The Honorable Henry Waxman 
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Subpoena Duees Tecum 

Pp ilutfjoritp of t|ic pou^e of J^eprcgentattoes of tfie 
CongresiS of ttjc ®nitcb States; of America 


Jo. 

You are hereby commanded to produce the things identified on the attached schedule before the 

: Committee on .... 

of the House of RepEtsentativ^ of the Umted States, of which die Hon. 

is chairman, by producing such things in Room ...2157 of the 

Sa-ylmm Building in die city of Washington, on 

0c.t.ofeen..22...Z0.ft2..., at the hour of 

To .....Ali3rsOn.Jllaudfox4...Qi:..Tr-S.*..Kai:6hals..SjendLce 

to serve and make return. 


Witness my hand and the seal of the House of Representatives 
of the United States, at the city of Washington, this 



Attest: 
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SCHEDTOLE A 


Subpoena Duces Tecum 
Cfovernment Reform Committee 
United States House of Representatives 
2157 Rayburn House OfBee Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515 


Qorvis Communications 

Serve; Michael PetmxzeUo 

Qorvis Communications 

1211 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 608 

Washington, DC 20036 

The Committee hereby subpoenas certain records. Please provide logs which indicate 
each record’s Bates number, author, description, and source file. If you have any questions, 
please contact Chief Counsel James C. Wilson at (202) 225-5074. 

Definitions and Instructions 

(1) For the purposes of this subpoena, the word “record” or “records” shall include, but 
shall not be limited to, any and all originals and identical copies of any item whether wiittm, 
typed, printed, recorded, redacted or unredacted, transcribed, punched, taped, filmed, graphically 
portrayed, video or audio taped, however produced or reproduced, and includes, hut is not 
limited to, any writing, reproduction, transcription, photograph, or video or audio recording, 
produced or stored in any fashion, including any and all activity reports, agendas, analyses, 
announcements, r^pointment books, briefing materials, bulletins, cables, calendars, card files, 
computer disks, cover sheets or routing cover sheets, drawings, computer entries, computer 
printouts, computer tapes, external and internal correspondence, diagrams, diaries, documents, 
electronic mail (e-mail), fecsimiles, journal entries, letters, manuals, memoranda, messages, 
minutes, notes, notices, opinions, statements or charts of organization, plans, press releases, 
recordings, reports, Rolodexes, statements of procedure and policy, studies, summaries, talking 
points, tapes, telephone bills, telephone logs, telephone message slips, records or evidence of 
incoming and outgoing telephone calls, telegrams, telexes, transcripts, or any other machine 
readable material of any sort whether prepared by current or fomier employees, agents, 
consultants or by any non-employee without limitation. “Record” or “records” shall also include 
all other records, documents, data and information of a like and similar nature not listed above. 

(2) For purposes of this subpoena, the terms “refer” or ^relate” and “concerning” as to 
any given subject means anything that constitutes, contains, embodies, identifies, mentions, deals 
with, or is in any manner whatsoever pertinent to that subject, including but not limited to 
records concerning the preparation of otiier records. 
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(3) nris subpoena calls for the production of records, documents and compilations of data 
and information tliat are currently in your possession, care, custody or control, including, but not 
limited to, all records which you have in your physical possession as well as any records to which 
you have access, any records which were formerly in your possession, or which you have put in 
storage or anyone has put in storage on your behalf. Unless a time period is specifically 
identified, the request includes all documents to the present. 

(4) The conjunctions “or” and “and” are to be read interchangeably in the manner that 
gives this subpoena the broadest reading. 

(5) No records, documents, data or information called for by this subpoena shall be 
destroyed, modified, redacted, removed or otherwise made inaccessible to the Committee. 

(6) If you have knowledge that any subpoenaed record, document, data or information has 
been destroyed, discarded or lost, identify the subpoenaed records, documents data or 
information and provide an explanation of the destmction, discarding, loss, deposit or disposal. 

(7) When invoking a privilege as to any responsive record, document, data or information 
as a gromid for withholding such record, document, data or information, list each record, 
document, compilation of data or information by data, type, addressee, author (and if different, 
(he preparer and signatory), general subject rnatter, and indicated or known circulation. Also, 
indicate the privilege asserted with respect to each record, document, compilation of data or 
information in sufficient detail to ascertain thevalidily of the claim of privilege. 

(8) This subpoena is continuing in nature. Any record, document, compilation of data or 
information, not produced because it has not been located or discovered by the return date shall 
be provided immediately upon location or discovery subsequent thereto. 

Subpoenaed Items 

Please provide the Committee with the following records; 

1. All records relating to the following individuals: 

a. Patricia Roush, Khalid Gheshayan, Alia Gheshayan, or Aisha Ghesheyan; 

b. Ethel Stowers, Monica Stowers, NizarRadwan, AmjadRadwan, or Rasheed 
Radwan; 

c. Miriam Heniaudez-Davis or Dria Davis (a.k.a. Yasmeen Shalhoub); 

d. SaniiahSeramur(a.k.a. Samantha Seramur), Mubarak Al-Rehaili, SafiahAl- 
Rehaili, Maha Al-Rehaili, or Faisal Al-Rehaili; 

e. Debra Docekal, Jihad Basrawi, Ramie Basravn, or Suzanne Basrawi; 

f. Joanna Stephenson Tonetti, Abdullah Al-Aiifi, Rosemary Al-Arifi, Sarah Al- 
Ariti, or Abdulaziz Al-Arifi; 

g. Margaret McClain, Abdulbaset Al-Omary, or Machael Heidi Al-Omary; 
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h. Michael Rives, Roua Al-Adel, lilly Rives, or Sami Rives; 

i. Maureen Dabba^ Mohamad Dabbagh, or Nadia Dabbagh. 

2. All records from January 2002 to the present relating to child abduction, child 
custody, and child retention cases relating to the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia; 

3. All records from January 2002 to the present relating to the House GovOTiment 
Reform Committee’s investigation and hearings into abductions of U.S. citizens to 
Saudi Arabia; 

4. All records relating to the August-September 2002, Cottgressional Delegation to 
Saudi Arabia headed by Chairman Dan Burton; 

5. AH billing records for work performed for the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, Royal 
Embassy of Saudi Arabia, or any Saudi businesses or individuals; 

6. AH records relating to filings for Saudi clients filed imder the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act. 


Page 3 of 3 
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Subpoena Duces Tecum 

Pi> Sutfioritp of tfte ^ouse of B-epreSentatibcS of t!}e 
Congress of ttje ®nittb states of iltnerica 


To Patton Jto£gs.ltI.jP. : 

You are hereby commanded to produce the things identified on the attached schedule before the 

: Committee on...GQjreniment..Kefoxm 

of the House of Representatives of die United States, of which the Hon. ..D^.i^urtoa 

is chairman, by producing such things in Room ..2I5Z. of the 

Building in the city of Washington, on 

Ps£flh.ex..223L.-Z0.0Z,.. at the hour of 

To ...Mixsft»..BMudfoi:4..or...fl*.S.^..t^;5Jha3.s..Servlce 


to serve and make return. 


Witness my hand and the seal of the House of Representatives 
of the United States, at the city of Washington, this 

^ of October. ,3tfi...2002 



Chairman. 


Attest: 



Clerk.'^ 
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schedi)ij:a 


Subpoena Duces Tecum 
Government Reform Committee 
United States House of Representatives 
2157 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515 


Patton Boggs LLP 
Serve: Jack Deschauer 
Patton Boggs 
2550 M Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20037 

The Committee hereby subpoenas certain records. Please provide logs which indicate 
each record’s Bates number, autlior, description, and source file. If you have any questions, 
please contact Chief Counsel James C. Wilson at (202) 225-5074. 

Definitions andinstractions 

(1) For the purposes of this subpoena, the word “record” or “records” shall include,'but 
shall not be limited to, any and all originals and identical copies of any item whether written, 
typed, printed, recorded, redacted or imredacted, transcribed, punched, taped, filmed, graphically 
portrayed, video or audio taped, however produced or reproduced, and includes, but is not 
limited to, any writing, reproduction, transcription, photograph, or video or audio recording, 
produced or stored in any fashion, including any and all activity reports, agendas, analyses, 
announcements, appointment books, briefing materials, bulletins, cables, calendars, card files, 
computer disks, cover sheets or routing cover sheets, drawings, computer entries, computer 
printouts, computer tapes, external and internal correspondence,' diagrams, diaries, documents, 
electronic mail (e-mail), facsimiles, journal entries, letters, manuals, memoranda, messages, 
minutes, notes, notices, opinions, statements or charts of organization, plans, press releases, 
recordings, reports, Rolodexes, statements of procedure and policy, studies, summaries, talking 
points, tapes, telephone bills, telephone logs, telephone message slips, records or evidence of 
incoming and outgoing telephone calls, telegrams, telexes, transcripts, or any other machine 
readable material of any sort whether prepared by current or former employees, agents, 
consultants or by any non-employee without limitation. “Record” or “records” shall also include 
all other records, documents, data and information of a like and similar nature not listed above. 

(2) For puiposes of this subpoena, the terms “refer” or “relate” and “concemiiig” as to 
any given subject means anything tliat constitutes, contains, embodies, identifies, mentions, deals 
with, or is in any manner whatsoever pertinent to that subject, including but not limited to 
records concerning the preparation of other records. 



1356 


(3) This subpoena calls for the production of records, documents and compilations of data 
and information that are currently in your possession, care, custody or control, including, but not 
limited to, all records which you have in your physical possession as well as any records to which 
you have access, any records which were formerly in your possession, or which you have put in 
storage or anyone has put in storage on your behalf. Unless a time period is specifically 
identified, the request includes all documents to the present. 

(4) The conjunctions “or” and “and” are to be read interchangeably in the manner that 
gives this subpoena tire broadest reading. 

(5) No records, documents, data or information called for by this subpoena shall be 
destroyed, modified, redacted, removed or otherwise made inaccessible to die Committee. 

(6) If you have knowledge that any subpoenaed record, document, data or information has 
been destroyed, discarded or lost, identify the subpoenaed records, documents data or 
information and provide an explanation of the destruction, discarding, loss, deposit or disposal. 

(7) When invoking a privilege as to any responsive record, document, data or information 

as a ^ouad for withholding such record, document, data or information, list each record, 
document, compilation of data or information by data, type, addressee, author (and if different, 
the preparer and signatory), general subject matter, and indicated or known circulation. Also, 
mdioate the privilege asserted with respect to each record, document, compilation of dhtajor , 

information in sufficient detail to ascertain the validity of the claim of privilege. 

(8) This subpoena is continuing in nature. Any record, document, compilation of data or 
information, not produced because it has not been located or discovered by the return date shall 
be provided immediately upon location or discovery subsequent thereto. 

Subpoenaed Items 

Please provide the Committee with the following records: 

1. All records relating to the following individuals: 

a. Patricia Roush, Khalid Gheshayati, Alia Gheshayan, or Aisha Gheshayan; 

b. Ethel Stowers, Monica Stowers, Nizar Radwan, Amjad Radwan, or Rasheed 
Radwan; 

c. Miriam Hemandez-Davis or Dria Davis (a.k.a. YasmeenShaihoub); 

d. Samiah Seramur (a.k.a. Samantlia Seramur), Mubarak Al-Rehaili, Safiah Al- 
Rehaili, Maha Al-Rehaili, or Faisal Al-Rehaili ; 

e. Debra Docekal, Jihad Basrawi, Ramie Basrawi, or Suzanne Basrawi; 

f. Joanna Stephenson Tonetti, Abdullah Al-Arifi, Rosemary Al-Arifi, Saralt Al- 
Arifi, or Abdulaziz Al-Arifi; 

g. Margaret McClain, Abdulbaset Al-Omary, or Machael Heidi Al-Omary; 
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h. Michael Rives, Roua Al-Adel, Lilly Rives, or Sami Rives; 

i. Maureen Dabbagh, Mohamad Dabbagh, or Nadia Dabbagh. 

2. All records from January 2002 to the present relating to child abduction, child 
custody, and child retention oases relating to the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia; 

3. All records from January 2002 to the present relating to the House Government 
Reform Committee’s investigation and hearings into abductions of U.S. cifeens to 
Saudi Arabia; 

4. All records relating to the August-Sqjtember 2002, Congressional Delegation to 
Saudi Arabia headed by Chairman Dan Burton; 

5. All billing records for work peifoimed for the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, Royal 
Embassy of Saudi Arabia, or any Saudi businesses or individuals; 

6. All records relating to filings for Saudi clients filed under foe Foreign Agents 
Registration Act. 


Page 3 of 3 
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Subpoena Duces Tecum 

Pp ^uttjoritp of t|)c pouge of Hepregentatibeg of tfje 
Congress; of tfic Uniteii ^tateg of America 


7b .....^he—Gallaghai:.. Group.,., ............. 

You are hereby commanded to produce the things idead0ed on the attached schedule before the 

JEuTL Committee on 

of the House of Representatives of the United States, of which the Hon. ...Pan,.J8.ux;tQn, 

is chairman, by producing such things in Room...Zl57. of the 

.MSSS Building in the city of Washington, on 

.95.?.® at the hour of 

Mlyson B^ndf or d or TJ , S . ^ Sci^ 

to serve and m^e return. 


Witness my hand and the seal of the House of Representatives 
of the United Slates, at the city of Washington, this 



Attest: 



ctmr^ 
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SCJHEDtnLE A 


Snbpoena Duces Tecum 
Government Reform Committee 
United States House of Representatives 
21 57 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

The Gallagher Group 
Serve: James P. Gallagher 
1800 North Kent Street, Suite 907 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

The Committee hereby subpoenas certain records. Please provide logs which indicate 
each record’s Bates number, author, description, and soiuce file. If you have any questions, 
please contact Chief Counsel James C. Wilson at (202) 225-5074. 

Definitions and Instructions 


(1) For the puiposes of this subpoena, the word “record” or “records” shall include, hilt 
shall not be limited to, any and all originals and identical copies of any item whether written, 
typed, printed, recorded, redacted or umedacted, transcribed, punched, taped, filmed, graphically 
portrayed, video or audio taped, however produced or reproduced, and includes, but is not 
limited to, any writing, reproduction, transcription, photo^aph, or video or audio recording, 
produced or stored in any fashion, including any and all activity reports, agendas, analyses, 
announcements, appointment books, briefing materials, bulletins, cables, calendars, card files, 
computer disks, cover sheets or routing cover sheets, drawings, computer entries, corrqruter 
printouts, computer tapes, external and internal correspondence, diagrams, diaries, documents, 
electronic mail (e-rnail), facsimiles, journal entries, letters, manuals, memoranda, messages, 
minutes, notes, notices, opinions, statements or charts of organization, plarls, press releases, 
recordings, reports, Rolodexes, statements of procedure and policy, studies, summaries, talking 
points, tapes, telephone bills, telephone logs, telephone message slips, records or evidence of 
incoming and outgoing telephone calls, telegrams, telexes, transcripts, or any other machine 
readable material of any sort whetlier prepared by current or former employees, agents, 
consultants or by any non-employee without limitation. "Record” or “records” shall also include 
all otlier records, documents, data and information of a like and similar nature not listed above. 

(2) For puiposes of this subpoena, the terms “refer” or “relate” and “concerning” as to 
any given subject means anything that constitutes, contains, embodies, identifies, mentions, deals 
with, or is in any manner wlratsoever pertinent to that subject, including but not limited to 
records concerning the preparation of other records. 

(3) This subpoena calls for the production of records, documents and compilations of data 
and information that are currently in your possession, care, custody or control, including, but not 



1361 


limited to, all records which you have in your physical possession as well as any records to which 
you have access, any records which were formerly in your possession, or which you have put in 
storage or anyone has put in storage on your behalf. Unless a time period is specifically 
identified, the request iucludes all documents to the present 

(4) The conjunctions “or” and “and” are to be read interchangeably in the manner that 
gives this subpoena the broadest reading. 

(5) No records, documents, data or information called for by this subpoena shall be 
destroyed, modified, redacted, removed or otherwise made inaccessible to the Conimittee. 

( 6 ) If you have knowledge that any subpoenaed record, document data or mfoimation has 
been destroyed, discarded or lost identify the subpoenaed records, documents data or 
information and provide an explanation of the destruction, discarding, loss, deposit or disposal. 

(7) When invoking a privilege as to any responsive record, document tkita or information 
as a ground for withholding such record, document data or information, list each recor4 
document compilation of data or information by data, type, addressee, author (and if different 
the preparer and signatory), general subject matter, and indicated or known circulation. Also, 
indicate the privilege asserted with respect to each record, document compilation of data or 

. information in sufficient detail to ascertain the validity of tlie claim of privilege. 

(8) This subpoena is continuing in nature. Any record, document compilation of data or 
■information, not produced because it has not been located or discovered by the return date shall 
be provided immediately upon location or discovery subsequent thereto. 

Subpoenaed Items 

Please provide the Committee with the following records; 

1. All records relating to the following individuals: 

a. Patricia Roush, Khalid Gheshayan, Alia Gheshayan, or Aisha Gheshayan; 

b. Ethel Stowers, Monica Stowers, Nizar Radwan, Amjad Radwan, or Rasheed 
Radwan; 

c. Miriam Hemandez-Davis or Dria Davis (a.k.a. Yasmeen Shalhouh); 

d. Samiali Seramur (a.k.a. Samantha Seramur), Mubarak Al-Rehaili, Safiah Ah 
Rehaili, Maha Al-Rehaili, or Faisal Al-Rehaili; 

e. Debra Docekal, Jihad Basrawi, Ramie Basrawi, or Suzanne Basrawi; 

f. Joanna Stephenson Tonetti, Abdullah Al-Arifi, Rosemary Al-Arifi, Sarah Al- 
Atifi, or Abdulaziz Al-.Arifi; 

g. Margaret McClain, Abdulbaset Al-Omary, or Machael Heidi AlrOmaiy, 

h. Michael Rives, Roua Al-Adel, UUy Rives, or Sami Rives; 

i. Maureen Dabbagh, Mohamad Dabbagh, or Nadia Dabbagh. 


Page 2 of 3 
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2. AD records from January 2002 to the presoit relating to child abduction, child 
custody, and child retention cases relating to the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia; 

3. All records froin January 2002 to the presrait relating to the House Govemmrait 
Reform Committee’s investigation and heatings into abductions of U.S. citizens to 
Saudi Arabia; 

4. All records relating to the August-Septemher 2002, Congressional Delegation to 
Sandi Arabia headed by Chainman Dan Burton; 

5. All billing records for work perform^ for the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, Royal 
Embassy of Saudi Arabia, or any Saudi businesses or individuals; 

6. AB records relating to filings for Saudi cUents filed under the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act. 


Page 3 of 3 
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OFFICE OF 
THE AMBASSAOOfi 


ROYAL EMBASSY OF SAUOi ARABIA 
SOI NEW HAMPSHme AVENUe, N. W. 
WASHINGTON, O. C. 20037 


RECEIVED 

OCT 2 2 ,2002 

HOUSE COMMfTTK ON 
GOVBRfJMQfTREFOaM 


October .22, 2002 


The Honorable Dan Burton 
United States House of Representatives 
2185 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 15-1406 

Re: Subpoenas Issued By The Government Reform 

Committee of the United States House of Representatives 

Dear Chairman Burton: 

As you are aware, the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia to the United States has 
been engaged in diplomatic discussions with the State Department concerning a variety of 
important issues germane to international child custody disputes. In an effort to develop a 
comprehensive and productive response to these difficult issues, the Embassy retained outside 
lawyers and consultants who have assisted us with our deliberations. I have now been advised 
that your committee has issued subpoenas duces tecum to these firms requesting the production 
of all documents relating to their representation of the Embassy in this matter.^ Although we 
fully intend to continue our on-going efforts with the State Department to develop a bilateral 
xnechahism for resolving these cases, and to work constructively with your Committee, we are 
deeply concerned by the Committee’s issuance of subpoenas to lawyers and consultants retained 
in connection with the performance of diplomatic functions. For the reasons set forth herein, we 


' Subpoenas duces tecum were issued to Patton Boggs, LLP, Qorvis Communications, and 
The Gallagher Group. 


; exhibit 


00545^1 £>3.t 
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have directed our representatives not to produce fire contents of any files relating to the work 
performed on behalf of the Embassy.^ 

In order to protect the proper fimetioning of diplomatic relations in the United 
States — not only for Saudi Arabia, but for all nations — my Government is invoking its 
privileges under the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations, April 18, 1961, 23 U.S.T. 
3327, TIAS No. 7502 (“Vienna Convention”) and related legal doctrines.^ The Vienna 
Convention was ratified for. the osepress purpose of “ensur[ing] the efficient performance of the 
fimefions of diplomatic missions as representing States.” As part of that assurance, the Vienna 
Convention provides that, “[t]he archives and documents of the mission shall be invioMe at any 
time and wherever they may be.” Article 24. The Convention fiirther provides that “[t]he 
receiving State shall pennit and protect free communication on the part of the mission for all 
official purposes.” Article 27. As the Attorney General of the United States explained when 
advising the President to withhold documents subpoenaed by a House Committee in 1996, the 
“successful conduct of international diplomacy” requires “confidentiality,” and “those who assist 
[the President] must be free to explore alternatives ... in a way many would be unwilling to 
express except privately.” Opinion re Assertion of Executive Privileges for Documents 
Concerning Conduct of Foreign Affairs with Respect to Haiti (September 20, 1996). The 
Convention accordingly must be interpreted to ensure that records and communications relating 
to the perfonnance of a foreign government’s diplomatic functions are not the proper subject of 
compulsory process in the United States. 

These important principles of diplomatic immunity are fully applicable here. The 
Embassy retained these finms to assist with its performance of core diplomatic functions, which 
■the Vienna Convention defines to include (1) “representing the sending State in the receiving 
State”; (2) “protecting in the receiving State the interests of the sending State and of its 
nationals”; (3) “negotiating with the Government of the receiving State”; (4) “ascertaining by all 
lawful means conditions and developments in the receiving State”; and (5) “promoting friendly 


^ We also object to the production of any documents protected by the attorney-client privilege 
and attorney work product doctrines. 

’ Saudi Arabia is a signatory to the Vienna Convention. In addition, Congress has extended 
the protections of the Vienna Convention to all foreign missions in the United States. See 22 
U.S.C. § 254(b). 


00545403.1 
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relations” between the States. Articles.^ And the “fortuity that docoments sought by a 
Congressional subpoena are not in the hands of a party claiming injury from the subpoena” does 
not “immunize tliat subpoena from challenge by that party.” United States v. American 
Telephone & Telegraph Co,, 567 F.2d 121, 129 (D.C. Cir. 1977). The Embassy accordingly has 
the right under the Convention to assert diplomatic immunity with respect to official requests for 
files relating to work performed by consultants on behalf of the Embassy.^ 

My Government will continue to cooperate closely with your Government on the 
child custody issues, but I firmly believe that issuance of subpoenas to embassy consultants 
threatens the diplomatic interests of all countries. No nation, including the United States, can 
effectively pursue its diplomatic mission in foreign countries without the freedom to 
communicate confidentially with lawyers and consultants.® As the dean of the diplomatic corps 
in the United States, I feel a special responsibility — for the good of all nations — to ensure that 
this important principle is upheld, which is consistent with Congress’s commitment under the 
Vienna Convention to “permit and protect free communication on the part of the missionfs] for 
all official purposes.” 


In Risk V. Halvorsen, 936 F.2d 393 (1991) the Ninth Circuit confirmed that actions taken by 
the Norwegian Consulate in connection with a child custody dispute represented consular 
fonctions immune from challenge in United States courts. 

® See, e.g., In. re. Liberian Eastern Timber Corp. v. The Government of the Republic of Liberia, 
659 F. Supp. 606 (D.D.C. 1987) (refusing to permit attachment of Embassy bank accounts 
located “off the premises of the mission” because the Viemia Convention must be construed 
in a manner that will permit embassies to “function efficiently.”) 

® Indeed, the Chair of the House International Relations Committee e.x;plained last fall that it 
was essential for U.S. foreign policy to pursue “public diplomacy efforts overseas” to 
improve the image of America in Muslim countries, and that it would be important to 
consult experts “in die private sectors whose careers have focused on the creation of images 
both here and around the world.” The Honorable Henry J. Hyde, 'The Role of Public 
Diplomacy in Support of the Anti-Terrorist Campaign” (October 10, 2001). ^ 


DC\S45a03.1 
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I want to assure you that ray Government is committed to the resolution of these cases in a 
marnier-that protects the interests of the chiidren, who are true victims in these siUiations. 

We have established a task force within our Government dedicated to the development of a 
bilateral mechanism that will resolve the outstanding cases and help to prevent additional cases 
fram occurring in the future. 1 also remain willing to have representatives of my Embassy meet / 
with you to provide the information you need, and I look forward to working widi your 
Government and your Committee to finding a workable solution to these issues of critical 
concern to both of our nations. 

Sincerely, 



Bandar bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz 
Ambassador 

cc: The Honorable Henry Waxman 


005454011 
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RECEIVED 

October 22, 2002 OCT 2. 2002 

HOUSE COMMnmiE OH 
GOVERNMBfT REFORM 


The Hon. Dan Burton 
Chairman, Committee on 
Government Reform 
House of Representatives 
2157 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515-6143 


2550 M Stfeet, NW 
Washington. OC 20Q37- 1350 
202-457-6000 


Facsimile 202-457-6355 
vvww.pattonbQggs.com 


Robert D. Luskin 

202-457-6190 

RJuskin@pattonboggs.coni 



2002 1 1 130 

a3Ai3oay 


Re; Subpoena to Patton Boggs LLP 


Dear Chairman Burton: 


r“ on behalf of Patton Boggs LLP to a subpoena from Ae 

Comimttee on Government Reform, which was served upon us on October 10 2002 bv 
agreement wi* your counsel, James Wilson. The subpoena directs Patton Bog^ to proLce a 
TOtlety of documents relating to Ae Am's representation of Ae Royal Embass^fsfuA Arabia- 

As you Me aware, subpoenas to law fums are Ae exception. Before a government 

ft 'T or law firm, for example, Ae 

Departm^t of Justice requires Ae prior approval of Ae Assistant Attorney General for the 

al^t “d only Aen when tt appears Aat Ae material may not be obtamed from any 

Jternative source vnAout comprormsmg an ongomg criminal mvestigarion. See Umted States ^ 
Attorneys Manual, § 9-11.255. This scrupulousness arises from Ae importance of Ae attorney 
chent tektionsAp m out system of justice and Ae common sense fact Aat requirmg a lawyer to 
fr afr^! 8“''' ofdesttoymg tliat relationship, 

m dO “ subpoenas directed 

m uZZT T ™ bound require 

made clear: AU of Ae auAoiities of which we are aware Aat have adAessed this question 
umfotmly suggest Aat a lawyer has an obligation m Ae legislative process to raise aU avaUable 
legitimate objections to a Congressional subpoena for confidential cUent information.” DisAct 
ot Lolumbm Bat, Comrmttee on Ethics, Opimon No. 288, Adopted February 16 1999 
LAewise, Ae prevailmg law m Ae Dis tact of Columbia confirms Aat client Acs 'while m out 
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control, are nevertheless the property of our dients, who may ask for their unconditional return 
at any dme.^ 

The Committee has by now, we understand, already received a letter from the Royal 
Embassy of Saudi Arabia that, while emphasizing Saudi Ambia’s readiness to work towards 
constructive solutions to the problems you are addressing, confirms that Patton Boggs and odiets 
of its retained professionals have been directed to assert aU applicable privileges to the 
Committee’s subpoena. We have been similarly instructed, by letter dated October 21, 2002, 
from Prince Bandar bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz, Ambassador to the United States, “not to produce 
the contents of any files relating to the work performed on behalf of the Embassy.” (a copy of 
the letter is attached hereto). 

In brief, we understand that the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations, April 18, 
1961, 23 U.S.T. 3327, TIAS No. 7502 (“Vienna Convention”), to which Saudi Arabia and the 
United States are signatories, to provide that “[t]he archives and documents of the mission shall 
be inviolable at any time and wherever they may be.” Article 24. These protections, intended for 
the express purpose of ‘ensure[ing] the efficient performance of the functions of diplomatic 
missions as representing States,” are fully applicable here. As Prince Bandar’s letter confirms, we 
have been retained by the Embassy to assist with the performance of what the Vienna 
Convention characterizes as core diplomatic functions, including (i) “representing tlie sending 
State in the receiving State”; (ii) “protecting in the receiving State the interests of the sending 
State and of its nationals’” and (iii) “negotiating with the Government of the receiving State”’ (iv) 
^‘ascertaining by ail lawful means conditions and developments in the receiving State”; and (v) 
“promoting friendly relations” between the States. Vienna Convention, Article 3. In analogous 
circumstances, the United States District Court for the District of Columbia has held that (he 
immunity conferred by the Vienna Convention, codified in Section 5 of the Diplomatic Relations 
Act of 1978, 22 U.S.C. § 254d, requires that a subpoena issued to an Ambassador to testify in a 
criminal case be quashed. United States v, MichaelUeaver^ 1987 WL 13365 (D.D.C.). It is well- 
settled that a party asserting a privilege may do so even if the documents are sought from a third 
party. United States American Telephone <& Telegraph Co., 567 F.2d 121, 129 (D.C Ck. 1977). The 
“fortuity that documents sought by a Congressional subpoena are not in the hands of a party 
claiming injury from the subpoena” does “immunize that subpoena from challenge by that 
party,” ibid.-, nor does it relieve Patton Boggs of its obligation to assert the privilege on behalf of 
its client 


’ The District of Columbia has an “entire file” approach, whidi means that “the entire contents of the client’s file” 
must be returned upon request Ses D-C. Bar Op. 283 (1988). The failure to return the “entire file” may expose an 
attorney to disctplinac}' proceedings and sanctions. In nAndrtw M. Suinbeig, 720 A.2d 900 (D.C. 1998)(suspendiag 
attorney for, inter alia, refusal to return client files). 
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Additionally, a substantial number of the documents in our possession are also protected 
by the attorney client privilege, which protects communications to counsel which (a) intended to 
be confidential; (b) made piimaaiy for die purpose of obtaining legal advice or assistance; and (c) 
necessary for that purpose. CoUman r». American hroadcasting Companies, 106 F.R.D. 201, 205 
(D.D.C. 1985); Covington ^ Burling a. Food c^JAuttition Sermce, 774 F. Supp. 314, 323 (D.D.C. 
1990). As tlie Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit has made clear, the privilege applies 
equally to counsel retained to review Congressional heatings, analyze legislation, and prepare for 
testimony. Westinghouse Hlec. Corp. r Ferr-hirGee Carp., 580 F.2d 1311, 1313, 1320 (7* Ctc,), cert. 
denied,^Vi U.S. 955 {191 B)', see also United States v. Conservation Chem. Co., No. 82-0983-CV--W-5, 
1986 U.S. Dist LEXIS 25730 at *25 (WD. Mo. May 8, 1986). 

Consequently, we must respectfully decline to produce the documents outlined in 
Schedule A to the subpoena that relate to our representation of the Embassy of Saudi Arabia. 

Additionally, it appears that request five of Schedule A., which calls upon us to produce 
“[a]ll billing records for work performed for the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, Royal Embassy of 
Saudi Arabia, or any Saudi businesses or individuals^ (emphasis supplied) could be construed to ask 
for records pertaining to any chent of the firm, whenever retained, that has some undefined 
affiliation with Saudi Arabia.^ Under this construction of request five, for example, if Patton 
Boggs had undertaken the representation of a Saudi citizen 25 years ago in an immigration 
matter, the billing records arising fiom such representation would be responsive to the request 
and would be required to be produced. To be sure, materials related to the representation of 
private individuals or entities would not be subject to the direction we have received from the 
Embassy of Saudi Arabia. They would, however, be protected from production under the Due 
Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment unless the Committee is prepared to demonstrate the 
manner in wliich such documents are pertinent to a legitimate legislative inquiry. Watkins v. 
United States, 354 U.S. 178, 214-15 (1957). As you know, a congressional committee may not 
compel a witness to disclose information that falls outside the scope of its mandate. The 
Supreme Court has articulated the Committee’s burden to demonstrate pertinence in terms that 
leave no room for doubt: 


2 Request number six likewise seeks records relating to filing for Saudi client.( filed under the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act.” Ihis request could likewise be construed as encompassing clients other than the Embassy of 
Saudi Arabia; to that extent, the same analysts applies. We have not construed request number six to seek the FARA 
filings themselves, which are public records available to the Committee; but we understand chat the Embassy of 
Saudi Arabia would not interpose an objection to the produedon of those public filing,'; related to Patton Boggs’ 
representation of the Embassy of Saudi Arabia, if iliat is what you seek, and we would, therefore, agree to produce 
such filings upon request. 
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Unless the subject matter has been made to appear with unclisputable clarity, it is the duty 
of the inrestigative body, upon objection of die witness on pounds of pertinency, to 
state for the record the subject under inquiry at that time and the manner in which the 
propounded questions are pertinent themto. To be meaningful, the explanation must 
describe what the topic under inquiry is and die connective reasoning whereby the precise 
questions asked relate to it 


M at 214-15. 

As we understand it, die Committee has been engaged in an inquiry concerning, as you 
have recendy characterized it, “Saudi Ambk and child abduction cases/’ See Transcript of 
Proceedings, October 2, 2002 (Statement of Chairman Burton). Under the circumstances, it 
would appear beyond question that billing records that Patton Boggs may maintain for other 
“Saudi businesses or individuals,” however that term is defined, bear no rational relationship to 
the Committee’s inquiry. Before we will consider producing such documents or conducting a 
necessary privii^e review, we will require, at a minimum, that the C!)oinmittee satisfy its 
obligations under WaiMiris to “state for the record the subject undex inquiry , 1 and the manner in 
which die propounded questions are pertinent thereto.”’ 


Yours sincerely, 

Robert D. Luskin 


cc The Hon. Henty Waxman 


^ Eyeii if documents telatoig to Patton Boggs’ representation of other parties were relevant to die Committee’s 
inquiiy, we would nevertheless be under an ethical obligation to assert any applicable privtileges, including the 
attorney client pci\Tiege and the work product docttine. 


3fiS-^754>-S 
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October 22, 2002 



Honorable Dari Burton 
Chairman 

Committee on Government Reform 
U.S. House of Representatives 
2157 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Re: Subpoena to Oorvis Communications 

Dear Mr. Chaiiman: 

I am writing on behalf of our client, Qorvis Communications, in response to the Committee.’s 
subpoena dated October 8, 2002. 

The subpoena seeks documents relating to Qorvis’ client, the Royal Embassy of hie 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. Qorvis has been advised by His Excellency Prince Bandar bin Sultan bin 
Abdulaziz, Saudi Arabia’s Ambassador to the United States, tliat Saudi Arabia has invoked the 
provisions of the Vienna Convention, 2 1 U.S.T. 77 et sea., and related legal doctrines in connection 
with the Committee’s subpoena. (See enclosed Letter of His Excellency. Prince Bandar bin Sult^i 
bin Abdulaziz to Qorvis dated October 21, 2002.) Qorvis has, accordingly, been directed by the 
Ambassador “not to produce any files relating to [itsj representation of the Embassy.” The 
Ambassador has also instructed Qorvis to withhold from production all documents protected from 
disclosure by the attorney-client privilege and attorney work product doctrine. 

Under these circumstances, Qorvis is unable to produce documents requested by the 
subpoena. I understand th^ the Embassy is communicating directly witii the Committee in an effort 
to ensure that the Committee receives the information it needs consistent with the Vienna 
Convention and related privileges. We will await further communications from the Committee and 
from the Embassy regarding resolution of these issues. In the meantime, we will continue our 
ongoing review of Qorvis files to determine whether responsive documents exist and whether any 
such documents are protected from disclosure by the attorney-client privilege, attorney work product 
doctrine or other applicable privileges. 


OCTja^OK 

HOUS£lX)MMfnSOM 

GOVBWISen-feBRM 


' EXHIBIT 

i 


Baltimore • Miami * New York ■ Tampa • Washington d.c. • Wilmington 
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As a separate matter, Paragr^hs 5 and 6 of the subpoena request documents relating to “any 
Saudi businesses or individuals” (Paragraph 5) and “Saudi clients” (Paragraph 6) represented by 
Qorvis. Insofar as these requests seek documents outside the immunity invoked by the Embassy, 
any such documents, if they exist, would appe^ to be outside the scope of the Committee’s mandate 
and therefore not properly subject to subpoena. 

We enclose at this time, in response to Paragraph 6, a copy of Qorvis’ filing with the 
Department of Justice under the Foreign Agents Registration Act (FARA). 

Qorvis intends to cooperate with the Committee’s inquiry in whatever manner it can 
consistent with its legal obligatior^. We understand from Prince Bandar’s letter to the Committee 
that the Embassy “has every intention of cooperating with the United States in an effort to solve the 
problems associate with international child custody disputes,” and look forward to a prompt 
resolution of these issues. 


Sincerely, 

— 

Leslie Berger Kieman 

LBK/mb 

Enclosure 


cc: Honorable Henry Waxman 
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October 22, 2002 

BY HAND 
The Hon. Dan Burton 

Chairman, Committee on Government Reform 
United States House of Representatives 
2157 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515 


RECEIVED 

PCT . 2 2f:2002 

HOlKECOMMITTfEON 
GOVERNMENT REFORM 


Subpoena dated October 8. 2002 addressed to The Gallagher Group 


De^ Chairman Burton: 

This is in response to the Committee’s October 8, 2002 subpoena to this firm’s client. 

The Gallagher Group, LLC. 

Enclosed please find documents (bearing the Bates Numbers GALLOOOOl through 030) 
reflecting certain filings by The Gallagher Group under the Foreign Agents Registration Act, 

As the Committee is aware. The Gallagher Group represents the Royal Embassy of Saudi 
Arabia to the United States (“the Embassy”) with respect to the matters that are the subject of the 
subpoena. His Excellency the Ambassador has recently re-emphasized to The Gallagher Group 
that the Government of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia “has every intention of cooperating with 
the United States in an effort to solve the problems associated with international child custody 
disputes.” At the same time, however, the Embassy has advised The Gallagher Group that “[i]n 
order to protect the proper functioning of diplomatic relations in the United States — not only for 
Saudi Arabia, but for all nations the Government of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia is Invoking 
its privileges under the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations, and related legal doctrines, 
“to assert diplomatic immunity with respect to official requests for files relating to work 
performed by consultants on behalf of the Embassy.” Accordingly, by letter dated October 21, 
2002, His Excellency Bandar bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz, Ambassador to the United States, has 
instructed The Gallagher Group “not to produce the contents of any files relating to the work 
performed on behalf of the Embassy.” 


\VAI-1514429vl 

lANi-r'- BRUSSELS - CHICAGO • CLEVELAND • COLUMBUS ' DALLAS • FRANKFURT - HONGKONG • HOUSTON - IRVINE • LONDON • 
iNLO PARK • MILAN - MUMBAI* - NEW DELHI* • NEW YORK • PARIS - PITTSBURGH - SHANGHAI • SINGAPORE • SYDNEY - TAIPEI 

-ASSOCIAIE TOH 
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As Prince Bandar’s letter confirms^ Tlie CMl^her Groiip was retained by the Embassy to 
assist with the performance of core diplomatic fijnctions as defined by the Vienna Convention, 
including (1) “representing the sending Stete in the receivini^State”; (2) “protecting in the 
receiving State the inter^ts of (he sending State of its nationals”; (3) “negotiating with the 

Government of the receiving State”; (4) “ascertaining by all lawful means conditions and 
developments in the receiving State”; and (5) “promoting friendly relations” between the States, 
Vienna Convention, Article 3. As such, in fight of the specific direction it has received from the 
Embassy, and because of the substantial principles of diplomatic immunity implicated by the 
Committee’s subpoena. The Gallagher C^oup r^pectfolly declines to produce forther documents 
in response to the subpoena, pending resolution of this matter between the Committee and the 
Government of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 

In addition, we should note that our review of the files indicates that certain of the 
documents raise important questions of attomey-^:lient privil^e. In some cases The Gallagher 
Group itself has a claim of privilege. In other cases. The Gallagher Group is a stakeholder in 
custody of documents as to which the Embassy or another party may have claims of privilege. In 
each case, further review by the interested p^ies is necessary, and The Gallagher Group has an 
obligation to maintain the confidentiality of any such materials sufficiently to allow an orderly 
assertion and determination of all privileges. 

In conclu.sion, we wish to emphasize the final instruction from the Embassy, requesting 
that The Gallagher Group assist tlie Government of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia with its 
“continuing efforts to ensure that the Committee obtains the information it needs through means 
consistent with the Vienna Convention and related privileges.” We understand that the Embassy 
will be communicating directly with the Committee toward this end. The Gallagher Group looks 
forward to the Committee’s successful resolution of these procedural issues with the Embassy, 
and to assisting in any proper way in the Committee’s investigation. 

Thank you for your cooperation, 


Very truly yours. 


Enclosures 



cc: Hon. Henry Waxman (w/encl.) 


WAI-15H429V1 
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November 14, 2002 

RECEIVED 

Jam^ C. Wilson, Esq. 

Chief Counsel 

Committee on Government Reform 
U.S. House of Representatives 
2157 Rayburn House Office Building 

Washington, 20515 

Re: Issuance of Subpoenas to Embassy Consultants 
Dear Jim: 


i.4 2002 

HOUSE COMMIHEE ON 
GOVBlNMBfTITOlM 


As I indicated in my letter of November 6, 2002, 1 thought it would be usefiil to 
provide the Committee with a written summary of the legal principles supporting the Royal 
Embassy of Saudi Arabia’s objections under diplomatic privileges and immunities’ to the 
subpoenas duce^ tecum issued by your Committee to a law firm and two public and government 
relations firms representing the Embassy. As you are aware, these firms were retained to advise 
the Embassy concerning its efforts to secure a diplomatic resolution of the international child 
custody issues under investigation by your Committee (as well as other matters not at issue here). 
The Saudi Embassy, like other foreign embassies throughout the world, depends upon the expert 
advice of lawyers and other firms in order to perform its diplomatic mission to the United States, 
and it sought the advice and counsel of these firms on this matter with an expectation of 
confidentiality. The subpoenas nevertheless seek to compel disclosure of documents reflecting 
the Embassy’s deliberations on these important issues of foreign relations during the course of 
ongoing diplomatic negotiations with the United States government. This is an issue of serious 
concern to the Kingdom of Saudi Aiabia and we appreciate your willingness to give careful 
consideration to the Embassy’s conclusion that efforts to enforce these subpoenas would 
constitute a breach of the treaty governing diplomatic relations that was signed by both nations. 
See Vieima Convention on Diplomatic Relations and Optional Protocol on Disputes, April 1 8, 
1961, 23 U.S.T. 3327, TIAS No. 7502 (“Vienna Convention”)? 


* As we indicated previously, the Embassy also objects to these subpoenas on other legal grounds, 
including attorney-client privilege. 

^ Congress has also extended the protections of the Vienna Convention to missions of foreign 
countries that are not signatories to the Convention. See 22 U.S.C. § 254b. 
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As we discussed at our meeting last week, I am not aware of any occasion when 
similar information has been subpoenaed by a committee of Congress or by a court. As a result, 
there does not appear to be any judicial precedent that directly resolves the scope of the 
privileges and immunities conferred by the Vienna Convention for confidential documents 
located in the files of an Embassy consultant. Nevertheless, the express language of the treaty, 
tile signatories’ statement of purpose, settled principles of treaty interpretation, and judicial 
precedents construing the scope of the privileges and immunities established by the Vienna 
Convention uniformly support the Embassy’s assertion of privilege in these circumstances. The 
Convention cannot reasonably be read to authorize compulsory disclosure of a foreign embassy’s 
deliberations concerning ongoing negotiations with the United States goveniment merely 
because the embassy found it necessary to obtain expert advice for tiie effective performance of 
its foreign policy deliberations. The signatories to the treaty have instead agreed to protect the 
confidentiality of this sensitive information, and we sincerely hope that the Committee will 
honor the Embassy’s request to resolve these issues in a manner consistent with the framework 
established by the Convention. 


ANALYSIS 

I. THE VIENNA CONVENTION GOVERNS THE LEGALITY OF THE 
COMMITTEE SUBPOENAS 

At our meeting last week, you questioned whether the Vienna Convention 
governs the validity of the Committee subpoenas. For the reasons set forth, there can be no 
doubt that it does. 

First, your suggestion that Congress is not bound by the terms of the Convention 
is inconsistent with the text of the treaty, the terms of the United States ratification, and Supreme 
Court precedent. The obligations of the treaty are not imposed on the State Department; they are 
imposed on “the receiving State.” See, e.g., Articles 22, 27. The “receiving State” obviously 
includes all three branches of the United States government, and the ratification history confirms : 
this common sense conclusion. When the treaty was signed by the President in 1972, he issued a 
proclamation explaining that the terms of the Convention “shall be observed and ftilfllled with 
good faith ... by the United States, of America^’’ Presidential Proclamation, 23 U.S.T. 3227-28 ; 
(emphasis added). The Supreme Court has similarly observed that treaties ratified by the United 
States are binding “upon the government,” Kennett v. Chambers, 55 U.S. 38, 46 (1852), and that 
“tile nation-state, not subdivisions within one nation, is the focus of the Convention and the 
perspective of our treaty partners.” El Al Israel Airlines, Ltd. v. Tsui Yuan Tseng, 525 U.S. 155, 
175 (1999) (holding that each state is bound by a treaty even in the absence of express language 
of preemption). 

Second, you suggested that the Convention may not apply because the signatory : 
on the agreement with Qorvis Communications is described as the “Kingdom of Saudi Arabia” 
rather than the Emba.ssy. The Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia, however, is a part of the 



1377 


UTmuwiiTiaNs 

James C, Wilson, Esq. 
November 14, 2002 
Page 3 


Government of Saudi Arabia, just as the Uriited Slates Embassy to Saudi Arabia is a part of the 
Government of the United States. It is accordingly of no consequence that the retention 
agreement with Qorvis Communications is signed on behalf of the “Kingdom of Saudi Arabia.” 
Tlie Qorvis agreement letters of November 14, 2001 and August 7, 2002 are addressed to “HRU 
Prince Bandar Bin Sultan, Ambassador of the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia”; the client is 
described as the “Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia” in the Statement of Projected Expenditures; 
and the “Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia” is identified as the “foreign principal” in each of the 
consultants’ registration statements filed under the Foreign Agents Registration Act (“FARA”). 
The agreements and related public filings accordingly leave no doubt that these contracts 
: required services to be performed on behalf of the Saudi government’s Diplomatic Mission to the 
. United States - the subject of the Vienna Convention.^ See Preamble at fourth paragraph. 

H. THE VIENNA CONVENTION PROHIBITS THE COMPULSORY DISCLOSURE 
OF THE DOCUMENTS COVTERED BY THE COMMITTEE SUBPOENAS 

A. The Express Language Of The Convention Provides Broad Protection For 
Embassy Communications That Makes No Exception For Confidential 
Communications With Consultants 

The Vienna Convention establishes the broadest form of immunities recognized 
under American law. By way of example, the Convention provides that “[tjhe person of a 
diplomatic agent shall be inviolable,” and a diplomat who commits any crime - no matter how 
heinous - “shall not be liable to any form of arrest or detention.” Article 29. The Convention 
nevertheless makes clear that the privileges and immunities conferred by the Convention are not 
designed “to benefit individuals,” They are instead created for the protection of “diplomatic 
missions as representing States.” Preamble at fourth paragraph. The Convention accordingly 
establishes a number of provisions protecting the documents, correspondence, and 
communication of the Embassy, in addition to creating broad persona! immunities for diplomats 
and. other employees. 

The breadth of the protection for Embassy communications is apparent from three 
related and reinforcing provisions of the treaty that plainly encompass the documents demanded 
by the Committee subpoenas. First, Article 24 establishes that “[t]he archives and documents of 
the mission shall be inviolable at any time and wherever they may be.” The subpoenas 
nevertheless demand compulsory production of “documents of the mission” that are in the 
possession of Embassy consultants. The working files and conespondence of its consultants 
were commissioned and paid for by the Embassy, and belong to the Embassy under settled law. 
See, e.g.. In re Grand Jury Proceedings, 727 F.2d 94 1 , 944 (1 0th Cir. 1 984) {“Any ownership 
rights which inure in the file belong to the client who has presumably paid for the profe,ssional 
services and preparations made by the attorney So far as yie can determine, it is a general 


The Convention uses the terra “mission” to refer to the embassy of a foreign state. 
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principle of law that client files belong to the client and indeed the court may order them 
surrendered to the client or another attorney on the request of the client subject only to the 
attorney's right to be protected in receiving compensation from the client for work done.”); In re 
Stone, 672 A.2d 1032, 1034, 1042 (D,C. 1^5) (attorney files are “property that die client is 
entitled to receive” at the end of the representation); In re Karr, 722 A.2d 16, 19-20 (D.C. 1998) 
(same); In re Bernstein, 707 A.2d 371, 376 (D.C. 1998) (same). Moreover, the language of 
Article 24 expressly provides that the Embassy's documents letmii their “inviolablilityj 
. . . wherever they may bel" Hie fact that they are in possession of an agent of the Embassy, and 
not on the premises of tlie mission, is accordingly irrelevant under the unequivocal language of 
the treaty. See also United States v. Am. Tel. & Tel. Co., 567 F.2d 121, 129 (D.C. Cir. 1977) (the 
“fortuity that docum^its sought by a congressional subpoena are not in the hands of a party 
claiming injury fi’oni the subpoena” does not “immunize that subpoena from challenge by that 
party”).'* 


Second, Article 27 further provides that, “[t]he official correspondence of the 
mission shall be inviolable,” and that “[ojfficial correspondence means all correspondence 
relating to the mission and its functions.” Article 27 ^ 2 (emphasis added). Yet the Committee’s 
subpoenas unquestionably seek to compel disclosure of “correspondence relating to the mission 
and its functions” despite the treaty obligation to ensure that such correspondence “shall be 
inviolable.” 

Third, Article 27 provides that, “(t]he receiving State shall permit and protect free 
communication on the part of tlie mission for all official purposes.” Article 27 f 1. The promise 
of “free communication” expressly extends to communications “for all official purposes,” and 
m^es no exception for communications with persons who are not employed by the Embassy. 
Nor can there be any doubt that the principles of “free communication” referenced in Article 27 
contemplate respect for the Embassy’s interest in confidentiality. As the Supreme Court has 
recognized, the “‘specter of compelled disclosure’” unquestionably impairs a govenxment’s 
“‘[freedom of communication.’” United States v. Mxon, 418 U.S. 683, 708 n,n (1974) 

Carl Zeiss Stiftmgv. V.E. B. Carl Zeiss, Jena, 40F.K.D. 31^,325 (p.D.C. 1966)).^ 
Instead of “permit[ing] and protect[ing] free communication,” however, the Committee 
subpoenas seek to invade the confidentiality of documents created for "official purposes.” 


^ The Embassy does not contend tiiat Article 24 applies to documents that have voluntarily been given 
to third parties who have not been retained to serve as agents of the Embassy. When a principal 
entrusts an agent witli documents for confidential use in serving the interests of the principal, 
however, the principal does not forfeit its interest in preserving the confi<iential{ty of documents and 
tnfonnation. See, e.g.. United States v. Am. Tel. <£ Tel. Co., 567 F.2d at 129. 

^ The text of Article 27 makes it plain that preservation of confidentiality is one of the key attributes of 
the protections afforded by Article 27. For example, the article provides that foreign states may use 
“messages in code or cipher” and that the diplomatic bag “shall not be opened.” Article 27 %% 1, 3. 
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B. Compulsory Disclosure Of The Documents At Issue Would Seriously Undennine 
The Purposes Of The Vienna Convention 

Even if the treaty's “words lend themselves to divergent interpretations” - which 
they do not — the Supreme Court recently held tlmt the language of a treaty should be interpreted 
in the manner “most faithhil” to “the cardinal purpose” expressed in the Preamble. El Al Israel 
Airlines^ 525 U.S. at 168-70. That principle of treaty interpretation is dispositive here. 

The Preamble to the Vienna Convention explains that the “purpose of [the] 
privileges and immunities” established by the Convention is to “ensure tiie efficient performance 
of the functions of diplomatic missions as representing States.” Article 3 f 1 of the Convention 
further defines the “functions of diplomatic missions” to include: 

(a) representing the sending State in the receiving State; 

protecting in the receiving State the interests of the sending 
State and of its natioimls, within the limite permitted by 
international law; (c) negotiating with the Government of the 
receiving State; (d) ascertainirig by all lawful means conditions and 
developments in the receiving State, and reporting thereon to the 
Government of the sending State; (e) promoting friendly relations 
between the sending State and tlie receiving State, and developing 
their economic, cultural and scientific relations. 

The Embassy’s interpretation of the treaty is the only interpretation consistent with this statement 
of purpose because confidential communications witii expert advisors are essential for 
“ensur[mg] the efficient performance of the functions of diplomatic missions as representing 
States.” Preamble at fourth paragraph. 

First, a foreign Embassy’s need for expert advice concerning “the Government of 
the receiving State,” the “conditions and developments in the receiving State,” as well as legal 
advice, cannot seriously be doubted. Public filings under FARA for the current period alone 
reveal that dozens of foreign embassies have retained legal and public and government relations 
consultants to assist with the performance of their diplomatic functions in the United States. 
Moreover, the need for expert advice in the United States is greatest for those countries with 
“differing constitutional and social systems,” and the Vienna Convention was expressly designed 
to create privileges and immunities that would promote “diplomatic intercourse” irrespective of 
such difference.s. Preamble at third paragraph. It would accordingly undermine the purposes of 
the Convention to penalize the nations most in need of local expertise. And recent history 
confirms that even a government with resources as vast as our own depends upon expert input in 
matters of foreign affairs. The Chair of the House International Relations Committee recently 
explained that it was essential for U.S. foreign policy to pursue “public diplomacy efforts 
overseas” to improve the image of America in Muslim countries, and that it would be important 
to consult experts “in the private sectors whose careers are focused on the creation of images 
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both here and around the world.” The Honorable Henry J. Hyde, The Role of Public Diplomacy 
In Support of the Antiterrorist Campaign (OcL 10, 2001), 

Second, numerous precedents confirm that the “efficient performance” of 
diplomatic functions depends upon government officials’ ability to consult tlieir advisors on a 
confidential basis. As the Supreme Court explained in United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. at 705, 
“tire valid need for protection of communications between high Govemrrrent officials and those 
who advise and assist them in the performance of their manifold duties” dirough preservation of 
“confidentiality” is “too plain to require further discussion.” In the Court’s view, “[hjuman 
experience teaches that tirose who expect public dissemination of their remarks may well temper 
candor witli a concern for appearances and for their own interests to the detriment of the 
decisionmaking process.” Id. Although the Court found that this privilege - which is 
“fundamental to tire operation of Government” (id. at 708) — must sometimes give way to a 
showing of compelling necessity, it emphasized that the need for confidentiality is at its zenith 
when governmental communications concern “diplomatic” issues. Id. at 706; see also New York 
Times Co. w United States, 403 U.S. 713, 728-30 (1971) (“[l]t is elementary that the successful 

conduct of international diplomacy . : . tequire[s] both confidentiality and secrecy [IJt is the 

constitutional duty of the Executive ... to protect the confidentiality necessary to carry out its . 
responsibilities in tire field of international relations.”). 

For this reason, the Attorney General of the United States advised the President to 
withhold documents subpoenaed by a House committee in 1996 because ‘“those who assist (the 
President] must be free to explore alternatives ... in a way many would be unwilling to express 
except privately.’” Opinion Re Assertion Of Executive Privileges For Documents Concerning 
Conduct Of Foreign Affairs With Respect To Haiti (Sept, 20, 1996) (quoting United States v. 
Nixon, 418 U.S. at 70S). The documents withheld from Congress included “confidential 
communications” and “documents reflect[ing] ... the deliberations of the NSC and its staff in 
connection witlr their advice and assistance to the President regarding his policy and activities in 
Haiti.” Id. indeed, tire Assistant Attorney General for the Office of Legal Counsel, Theodore 
Olson, prepared an opinion that documented similar refusals by Executive Branch officials to ■ 
provide information demanded by Congress tliroughout our nation’s history. History Of 
Refusals By Executive Branch Officials To Provide Infonnation Demanded By Congress: Part I 
-Presidential Invocations Of Executive Privilege Vis-a-vis Congress, 6 Op. O.L.C. 751 (1982). 
The opinion emphasized that the Executive Branch had repeatedly refused to provide Congress 
with documents relating to diplomatic negotiations. 

Indeed, this line of precedent can be traced to 1796 when President Washington 
refiised to comply with the House of Representatives’ request to disclose documents relating to 
the negotiation of a treaty with Great Britain. President Washington explained that, “[t]he nature 
of foreign negotiations requires caution; and their success must often depend on secrecy; and 
even, when brought to a conclusion, a foil disclosure of all the measures, demands, or eventual 
concessions which may have been proposed or contemplated would be extremely impolitic; for 
this might have pernicious influence on future negotiations; or produce immediate 
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inconveniences, perhaps danger and mischief, in relation to other Powers. ... To admit, then, a 
right in the House of Representatives to demand, and to have, as a matter of course, all the 
papers respecting a negotiation with a foreign Power, would be to establish a dangerous 

precedent.” Id. at 753. 

Other Presidents throu^out our nation’s history have echoed tlrese concerns and 
emphasized that the need to withhold the documents from Congress is greatest when diplomatic 
negotiations have not been concluded. See, e.g., id. at 756, 765. Yet that is precisely what the 
Committee subpoenas demand. The legitimacy of the Embassy’s claim that disclosure of the 
documents reqi^sted by the Committee would undermine the efficient performance of its 
diplomatic functions is accordingly beyond question.* 

Federal courts have also recogiuzed the importance of confidential 
communications to government officials even outside the context of diplomatic relations by 
enforcing a “deliberative process” privilege in civil discovery and under the Freedom of 
Information Act litis privilege protects from disclosure “‘documents reflecting advisory 
opinions, recommendations and deliberations comprising part of a process by which 
.governmental decisions and policies are formulated.’” Dep’tofthe Interior v. Klamath Water 
Users Protective Ass % -532 U.S. 1, 8 (2001) (quoting NLRB v. Sears, Roebuck & Co. , 42 1 U.S. 
132, 150 (1975)). The Supreme Court has explained tliat “[tjhe deliberative process privilege 
rests on the obvious realization that officials will not communicate candidly among themselves if 
each remark is a potential item of discovery and ftont page news,” and that the object of the 
pririlege is “to enhance ‘the quality of agency decisions’ by protecting open and frank discussion 
among those who make them within the Govenunent.” Id. at 8-9 (citations omitted). 

The federal courts have had no difficulty recognizing that the same principles 
apply to communications between agencies and outside consultants hired by the agency, and 
have routinely extended the privilege to cover such consultants. Klamath, 532 U.S. at 9-1 1 
(collecting cases, but finding it unnecessary to resolve the issue). Indeed, it has long been the 
“established rule” in the D.C. Circuit that the deliberative process privilege covers 
“communications between an agency and an external consultant, when made for the purpose of 
aiding the agency’s deliberative process.” Pub. Citizen. Inc. v. Dep’t of Justice, 111 F.3d 168, 
169 (D.C. Cir. 1997); .ree also Ryan v. Dep 7 of Justice, 617 F.2d 781, 789-90 (D.C. Cir. 1980) 
(reaching issue despite the fact that the district court did not, because “we do not believe there is 
any doubt as to the proper resolution of this case”); Formaldehyde Inst. v. Dep 7 of Health & 
Human Svcs., 889 F.2d 1118, i 120 (D.C- Cir. 1989) (“The law speaks clearly on this issue”). 

“In the course of its day-to-day activities, an agency often needs to rely on the opinions and 


* If the Executive branch believes that its international diplomacy would be undermined by sharing 
confidential documents witii Congress - even though die President and Congress are on the same 
team - it goes without saying that Congressional access to confidential documents prepared by and 
for foreign governments would have an even greater detrimental impact o!i its diplomatic interests. 
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recommendations of temporary consultants, as well as its own employees. Such consultations 

are an integral part of its deliberative process ” Ifyan, 617 F.2d at 789-90. “It is ‘irrelevant’ 

whedier the autlxor of the docmnents is ‘a regular agency employee or a temporary consrrltant,’” 
becaitse “[i]f it is to effectively deliberate, an agency raayjjged or want to ‘enlist the help of 
outside experts skilled at unravelling [the] knotty complexities’ of ‘problems outside their ken.’” 
Pub. Citizen, i 1 1 F.3d at 170-71 (citations omitted). The courts have regarded the policy 
arguments for extending the privilege to outside consultants to be so strong that they have 
considered it an easy question despite relatively inhospitable statutory language (FOIA literally 
protects from disclosure only “intra-agency memorandums or letters”), and the settled law that 
“FOIA exemptions are to be narrowly construed,” FBIv. Abramson, 456 U.S. 615, 630 (1982), 
cited by Klamath, 532 U.S. at 8. In contrast, the language and purposes of the Vienna 
Convention provide an even stronger basis for recognizing the confidentiality of communications 
between an embassy and outside consultants hired to assist with the performance of diplomatic 
fimetions.^ 


Finally, the Supreme Court has emphasized that the language of a treaty should 
not be interpreted to produce “anomalous]’’ results. El Al Israel Airlines, 525 U.S. at 171 . As 
we discussed in our meeting, there is no question that the Convention protects confidential 
communications between embassies and expert consultants retained as part-time employees. In 
the performance of their important diplomatic functions, however, embassies may often find it 
more efSoient to seek tlie confidential advice of outside consultants retained as agents. 

Requiring embassies to structure their relationship with such consultants as a part-time, 
employment rather than as a simple agency serves no purpose, and may interfere with the 
“efficient performance of the functions of diplomatic missions.” In a variety of contexts, courts 
have squarely held that privileges and immunities needed to further important interests do not 
depend upon the employment status of the actor. See, e.g., Boyle v. United Techs. Corp., 487 
U.S. 500, 5 12 (1988) (“It makes little sense to insulate the Government against financial liability 
for the judgment that a particular feature of military equipment is necessary when the 
Government produces the equipment itself, but not when it contracts for the production.”); Fed. 
Trade Comm 'n v. GlaxoSmithKline, 294 F.3d 141, 148 (D.C. Cir. 2002) (holding that the 
attorney-client privilege extended to communications with “public relafions and government 
affairs consultants” who were not employed by the company because ‘“there is no reason to- 
distinguish between a person on the corporation's payroll and a consultant hired by the : 
corporation if each acts for the corporation and possesses the infonnation needed by attorneys in 
rendering legal advice’”) (quoting /« re Cooper Market Antitrust Litig. ,2<iD F.R.D. 213, 219 
(S.D,N.Y. 2001)). 


Given the strength of this precedent, it is highly likely that the federal courts would recognize a 
common law privilege for these documents even if the court concluded that the treaty did not itself 
create a privilege. 
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C. Judicial Precedent Interpreting The Vienna Convention Supports The Embassy’s 
Objection To The Subpoenas 

Judicial precedent construing the Vienna Convention has been quite limited. 

Hiere are nevertheless two cases of particular relevance. Both provide strong support for the 
Embassy’s assertion of privilege. 

the federal district court for the District of Columbia interpreted the 
Convention to confer immuruty from attacliment for. embassy bank accounts “despite the absence 
of [any] specific provision” in the langm^e of the treaty. Liberian E. Timber Corp. v. 
Government of the Republic of Liberia, 659 F. Supp. 606, 60S (D.D.C. 1987). In reaching this 
conclusion, the court relied heavily on its observation that the Embassy “hardly could function 
efficiently witliout local bank accounts.” Id. The court reached tliis result even though bank 
accounts were not included within the list of property expressly exempt from attachment under 
file terms of Article 22(3). Id. The court determined that this Article should not be read to 
‘‘provide the exclusive authority in the Vienna Convention to determine which property enjoys 
diplomatic immunity.” Id. Instead, the court emphasized that the treaty revealed an intent to: 
protect property of the mission “wherever [it] may be” (citing Article 24), and accordingly found 
fiiat frmds held by an agent off the premises of the mission were immune from seizure. Id In 
contrast, the privileges asserted by the Embassy, in this case find direct support in the language of 
the Convention. And the court’s holding provides confirmation that the Embassy’s interest in 
file efficient performance of its functions must be afforded paramount importance when 
interpreting the Vienna Convention. 

Second, the Second Circuit refused to adopt a narrowing interpretation of the 
broad immunities suggested by the language of the Convention in 767 Third Avenue Associates 
V. Permanent Mission of the Republic oflMire to the United Nations, 988 F.2d 295 (2d Cir. 

1983), in that case, a private landlord leased space to the Republic of Zaire for use as its mission 
to the United Nations. After repeated non-payment of rent, the landlord sued to evict the foreign 
mission from the landlord’s property. The district court granted the relief requested based on the 
conclusion that the language of the Convention should not be read to vitiate the private property 
interests of the landlord. The State Department filed an amicus in support of file foreign mission 
and the Second Circuit reversed the district court. 

I'he Second Circuit determined that the district court’s judgment “fail[ed] to take 
into frill account the plain language of Article 22,” which “contain[ed] file advisedly categorical 
strong word ‘inviolable’” — a word “which makes no provision for exceptions.” Id. at 298. 
Although the court found that “‘protection from eviction from privately-owned leased premises 
was not specifically addressed by any of the treaties,”’ this provided no basis for creating an 
“unspecified exception to the rule safeguarding a mission’s inviolability,” Id. (quoting district 
court). The court emphasized that the doctrine of “functional necessity” requires the United 
States to recognize privileges for foreign missions “with the understanding that American 
diplomats abroad will be afforded the same protections from intrusions by the host state,” and the 
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“most secure way to guarantee this protection, the United States tells us, is through blanket 
immunities and privileges without exertion ” Id. at 300; The court explained Oiat “creating an 
exception to mission inviolability in this coimtry” would increase the risk that “American 
missions abroad would be exposed to incursions that are legal under a foreign state’s law,” and 
threaten the “fragile” security of “Am«ican nationals residing in foreign countries.” Id at 300- 
01 . The court “recognize[d] tliat there are ne^tive policy implications from [ite] ruling” because 
the “economic burden of inviolability . . . fells most heavily upon the private landlord, not on the 
government that urges inviolability.” Id at 302. Nevertheless, “an interest in fairness to the 
landlord does not justify creating a judicial gloss on the concept of mission inviolability.” Id 
The court emphasized that even “‘the perpetration ... of unlawful acts’” from mission premises 
could not alter tho doctrine of “inviolability.” Id. (citation omitted). 

The court’s reasoning is directly relevant here because Articles 24 and 27, which 
concern the Embassy’s freedom to communicate, both establish that documents and official 
correspondence are “inviolable.” It is accordingly of no consequence that the Committee has a 
legislative interest in reviewing the documents or that it may view the Saudi Government’s 
policies concerning international cliild custody cases as unlawful. These considerations do not 
alter the scope of the protections afforded by the Convention. See also Risk v. Halvorsen, 936 
F,2d 393 (9th Cir. 1991) (confirming that actions taken by the Norwegian Consulate in 
connection with a child custody dispute represented consular functions immune from challenge 
in United States courts even though the actions at issue violated the criminal law of California).® 

III. THE PROVISIONS OF THE FOREIGN AGENTS REGISTRATION ACT DO NOT 
ABROGATE IMMUNITIES CONFERRED BV THE CONVENTION 

At our meeting, you suggested that the terms of the Foreign Agents Registration 
Act authorized the issuance of the Committee’s subpoena notwithstanding the language of the 
Vienna Convention. As a threshold matter, the terms of the Convention would govern if there 
were any conflict with FARA because the United States ratified the treaty long after the relevant 
provisions of FARA were adopted. See, e.g., Fong Yue Ting v. United States, 149 U.S. 698, 720- 
21 (1893). More fundamentally, however, the language and purposes of FARA can readily be 
read to respect Vienna Convention privileges. There is accordingly no cause for interpreting the 
Act to supercede the language of the Convention. As Chief Justice Marshall explained in 


* Even if a court were to conclude that some of the documents encompassed by the subpoenas fall 
outside the absolute protections confeired on documents of fee mission and official correspondence, 
and that a balancing of interests was required for ofeer types of official communications protected by 
Article 27, that inquiry would liave to be conducted by a court in camera. See, e.g.. Attorney Gen. of 
the United States v. Covington & Burling, 411 F. Supp. 371 (D.D.C. 1976). Moreover, the 
authorities discussed supra make it apparent that a foreign embassy’s interest in the confidentiality 
of documents concerning ongoing diplomatic deliberations would unquestionably outweigh fee 
Committee’s generalized interest in reviewing these documents. 



1385 


UnUM&WHKIHS 

James C, Wilson, Esq. 
November 14, 2002 
Page 11 


Murray v. Schooner Charming Betsy, 6 U.S. (2 Ctanch) 64, 1 18 (1804), “an Act of Congress 
ought never to be construed to violate the law of nations if any other possible construction 
remains.” See also Restatement (Third) of the Foreign Relations Law of the United States § 1 14 
(1987) (“Where fairly possible, a United States statute is to be construed so as not to conflict 
with international law or with an international agreement of the United States.”). 

The plain language of FARA should not be read to vitiate protection for tire 
confidentiality of the documents at issue because they do not fall within the limited category of 
documents that Congress required to be “public,” i.e., “copies of informational materials.” 22 
U.S.C. § 614(c) (previously defined as “political propaganda”). This category of documents, by 
definition, excludes the confidential documents encompassed by the Committee’s subpoena. 
Embassies do not hire consultants to indoctrinate them. They pay them for advice. There is 
accordingly no provision of FARA which establishes that the confidential communications 
sought by the Committee subpoena must be subject to public disclosure. 

Nor is there any language in 22 U.S.C. § 615 that puiports to vitiate privileges 
established by the treaty (or otherwise). This provision merely authorizes fire Attorney General 
to require preservation and inspection of “such books of accounts and other records with respect 
to [the agent’s] activities” as are “necessary or appropriate for the enforcement of the provisions 
of this subchapter.” 22 U.S.C. § 615. That language can readily be construed to exclude 
pri vileged documents from the category of material subject to inspection by the Attorney 
General for the purpose of enforcing the Act. Given that this is a “possible construction” of the 
language, a court must adopt this interpretation in preference to any inteipretation that would 
vitiate privileges conferred by the treaty. Murray, 6 U.S. (2 Cranch) at 1 IS.’ Even if a court 
were to read FARA to supercede privileges when necessary for “enforcement of this 
subchapter,” however, that reading would have no bearing on the issue here. The Committee 
subpoena.? have nothing whatsoever to do with the “enforcement” of FARA. 

The Embassy’s interpretation of FARA is also firmly supported by precedent. 

The United States District Court for the District of Columbia has already held that FARA was 
not intended to supercede privileges created by other laws. In Attorney General of the United 
States V. Covington & Burling, 411 F.Supp. 371 (D.D.C. 1976), the Attorney General sought an 


’ This actually represents the better reading of the language under ordinary principles of statutory 
construction as well. See, e.g.. Green v. Bock Laundry Machine Co., 490 U.S. 504, 521 (1989) ("A 
party contending that legislative action changed settled law has the burden of showing that the 
legislature intended such a change."). Given the specific and mandatory nature of the Vienna 
Convention immunities, the sensible presumption is that even later-enacted statutes do not displace 
those protections in the absence of unmistakable and specific evidence of Congressional intent to do 
so. New federal criminal laws are not, for example, ever regarded as abrogating diplomatic 
Immunity, And recognizing that 22 U.S.C. § 6 1 5 is subject to Vienna Convention immunities does 
not render tliat section a nullity; indeed, the lion’s share of FARA filings do not even pertain to 
matters involving foreign embassies. 
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injunction ordering Covington & Burling to allow officials of the Justice Department to inspect 
documents relating to the fimr’s representation of the Republic of Guinea concerning a 
commercial project to exploit bauxite resources. Covington declined to permit the Attorney 
General to inspect confidential communications with Guinea concerning legal matters. The 
Attorney General argued that “no such privilege exists under the Act,” and the district court 
rejected that view. Id. at 373. The court declined to read the language of the Act to vitiate 
privileges because “the function of § 6 1 5 is to insure that the public is in fact being accurately 
informed under the Act, but to do so in a way which does not unnecessarily intrude on the 
activities of an agent.” Id. at 376. The court accordingly concluded that a registered agent “may 
validly claim the attorney-client privilege to withhold &om disclosure to delegates of the 
Attorney General documents or portions thereof which are required to be kept trader the Act” so 
that “an impartial judicial officer” could review the documents in order to ensure that the 
Attorney General would obtain the information it needed “without compromising the attorney- 
client relationsMp.” Id. at 376. The court accordingly denied the Attorney General’s motion for 
an injunction ordering the inspection of the documents because Covington & Burling “may 
validly assert the attorney-client privilege witli regard to these documents.” Id. at 377. 

That reasoning is dispositive here. There is certainly no basis to afford attorney 
client privilege ~ a creation of the common law - greater deference than the diplomatic 
privileges and immunities embodied in an international treaty ratified by the United States. 

Thus, even if the issue here concerned the enforcement of KARA — which it undisputedly does 
not — the documents in the consultatits’ files would not be subject to compulsory disclosure. 

CONCLUSION 

The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia has given very serious consideration to the issues 
raised by the Committee and has already initiated a series of concrete steps to reach an inter- 
governmental solution that will protect the interests of the children, help to bring the families 
closer together, and prevent future disputes. These steps have included: 

• Preparation and submission of a written proposal to Secretary of State Colin 
Powell recommending the establishment of a task force or ad hoc committee to examine the 
possibility of reaching a bilateral protocol on the issue of international child custody disputes. 
The Kingdom has advanced that proposal by directing its lawyers to research and analyze the 
issues that would need to be addressed in such a treaty and to make recommendations on how to 
proceed. This effort has led to the review of expert literature and treaties now in place between 
Islamic and western nations which could serve as a model for such a bilateral agreement. The 
government has also requested the assistance of other outside experts to assist in this diplomatic 
process. 

• Productive and on-going discussions with the U.S. State Department focused 
on identifying child custody disputes and working towards a positive resolution of each case. 
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• Creation of a committee within the Saudi Foreign Ministry, with 
representation from other relevant ministries, to assist with the resolution of the issues pertaining 
to international child custody disputes. 

• Assignment of Saudi Embassy staffto work on individual cases identified by 
the Government Reform Committee. This process has already ted to progress on at least one 
case, involving Mrs. Tonetti, who has had several phone conversations with her children and 
whose proposed custody agreement has been forwarded throu^ the Embassy to her fonner 
husband in Saudi Arabia. The Embassy staff is spending a considerable amount of time working 

. on these issues and it appears that progress is being made on several other cases as well. 

• A meeting with the U.S.-based National Center for Missing and Exploited 
Children. This organization, located in Alexandria, Virginia, is the world’s leading center in the 
effort to address the issues of missing and exploited children. Tlreir international division has 
extensive experience in identifying the underlying issues that lead to international clnld custody 
-disputes,, in fostering resolution of the specific individual cases that arise, and in identifying and 
addressing the policy issues essential to a protocol or agreement to address the issue in the 
future. 

• Providing direction to its attorneys to work in close cooperation with the 
Government Reform Conunittee staff to further progress on individual cases and on a global 
resolution of these issues of serious international concern. 

The Embassy has accordingly continued its efforts in earnest to reach a resolution 
of these diplomatic issues. It has also advised this Committee that it would work cooperatively 
to provide feotual infonnation necessary for the Committee’s work on these issues. We are 
confident this goal can be achieved in a matmer that does not impair the Embassy’s need for 
confidential communications with its advisors. Thank you again for your cooperation in this 
matter. We look forward to hearing from you. 


cc; David Kass, Esq. (by hand) 
Michael Stem, Esq. (by hand) 
Mike Yeager, Esq. (by hand) 


Very truly yours, 


Maureen E. Mahoney 
of LATHAM & WATKINS 
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November 18, 2002 

TTie Honorable Colin L. Powell 
Secretary of State 
2200 C Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20520 

Dear Secretary Powell: 


As you know, the Committee on Government Reform has been investigating kidn^pings 
of United States citizens to Saudi Arabia. As part of that investigation, the Committee has issued 
subpoenas to three firms lobbying for Uie Saudi government. The three firms Imve refused to 
comply with the subpoenas, claiming that they are protected from producing the records by the - 
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. 

My staff has already met with your staff to discuss a number of issues relming to the 
clMm of privilege by the Saudi lobbyists. As tlie Committee considers how to proceed in this 
matter, it would be useful to obtain further information on this isstie from the State Department. 
Therefore, please provide answers to the following questions: 

L Are the records sought by the Committee “archives and documents of the mission” which 
ai:e protected by the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations? 

2. If the Saudi position in this matter were correct, would the records of any consultant for 
any foreign government be protected from disclosure? For example, if a private detective 
were hired by a foreign government to harass and intimidate U.S. parents of kidnapped 
children, would the private detective’s records be protected by the Vienna Convention? 

3. If the Saudi position in this matter were correct, please describe the impact of the position 
on the war on terrorism and other law enforcement efforts. For example, if the Justice 
Department believed that a U.S. citizen under contract with a foreign embassy was 
engaged in terrorist funding, would that individual’s documents be protected from 
disclosure by the Vienna Convention? 

4. Does the Stale Department believe that inspections of records belonging to registered 
foreign agents for foreign governments carried out by the Department of Justice under 22 
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U.S.C. § 6 15 violate the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations? If so, has the 
State Department ever informed the Justice Department of its opinion? 


lliank you for your assistance in this matter. I would appreciate a reply to these questions by 
November 25, 2002. 



Dan Burton 
Chairman 


cc: 


The Honorable Henry A. Waxman, Ranking Minority Member 
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Nov«nber 21, 2002 


His Royal Highness Prince Bandar bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz 
Ambassador 

Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia 
601 New Hampshire A venue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20037 

Dear Prince Bandar: 

, . Ibave.jreceiyed yoiir letter of October 22, 2002, as well as the replies from the ,vaHoug“ 
law fimis mvolved in this matter,.refusing to produce the records subpoenaed by the Cpnimittee, 
and claimirig that the records .are protected by the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. I 
do not believe that your letter is a satisfactory reply to the three subpoenas the Comihittee has 
issued to Patton Boggs, LLP, Qorvis Communications., and The Gallagher Group. This is a 
claim without any support in the legal precedents of the United States or, to the best of our 
knowledge, any other signatory to the Vienna Convention. It is also a claim which has been 
explicitly rejected in the attached analysis by a leading expert on the Vienna Convention, 
Professor Eileen Denza. Simply put, the Vienna Convention extends broad protections to 
diplomatic agents of a foreign government, as well as some mote limited protections to forei^ 
nationals who are employed by a diplomatic mission in other capacities, but it has no application 
to American citizens who choose to sell their services as public relations/iobbying mouthpieces 
for foreign interests. To the contrary, the Foreign Agents Registration Act, which was enacted 
by Congress in 1937, makes clear that tlie activities of such “propagandists,” including the 
documents they generate, send and receive in the course of those activities, are to be subject to 
the ‘‘spotlight of pitiless publicity” so that the American people may be fully informed of both 
the identity of the propagandists and the nature of the activities they undertake on behalf of their 
foreign mastere. It is ludicrous to suggest, as you and your lawyers do, that when the United 
States ratified the Vienna Convention some 25 years after the enactment of FARA, it intended to 
shroud in absolute secrecy the very same activities of these propagandists. 

As a preliminary matter, it is important that you understand the Committee’s need for the 
subpoenaed records. Since the beginning of this year, the Committee has been investigating 
abductions of U.S. citizens to Saudi Arabia. For at least 20 years, the Saudi government has 
refused to provide meaningful cooperation to the U.S. goveniment in resolving kidnapping cases. 
The Committee hoped that if public attention vvas brought to this matter, the Saudi government 
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would finally work seriously to solve the problmL However, for the last, several montte, it 
appears fliat the Saudi govemnieut has worked to imdennine the Committee and its efforts to 
bring Ammcan citizens home. The Saudi govemromt has made numerous misleading 
statements about the kidnapping cases and aboirt the Committee’s efforts. It has engaged in 
publicity stunts, for example, flying the Gheshayan sisters to London to deliver a statement 
rather than liaving them rneet with their mother in the United States. These actions have led me 
to question whether the Saudi government has any intention of working with the U.S. 
govemment in good faith to resolve these kidnapping cases. I believe that the documents sought 
by the Committee’s subpoenas should answer this question. If indeed, the Saudi government has 
no intention of resolving these cases and intends only to undermine the U.S. government’s 
efforts, it will certainly shape the Confess’ legislative response to this situation. 

I am extiemely troubled that you have decided to raise these highly questionable legal 
privileges in response to the Committee’s subpoena. It appears that you are raising a privilege 
that has never been raised before in this context to prevent the Congress and the American public 
from learning what your lobbyists and public relations agents were doing to respond to these 
kidnapping cases. This leads me to wonder what is the Saudi government trying to hide? I am 
afraid that this claim of privilege is just the latest in a series of unfortunate actions taken by the 
Saudi government in these kidnapping cases. Apparently it is not enough for the Saudi, 
government tohold American citizens against their will, lie about its actions, and in some cases . 
to be Goinplicit in the kidnapping; . Now the Saudi government is attempting to prevent the 
. Congress from learning: what role the Saudi government’s American lobbyists liave played in h : 
' ^s matter. Ibis-claim of privil^e has no support in.the law, and is intended only to keep the. .: 

■ facts from Congress and the -American parents ofthe kidnapp^ children who are trying to ieath ' 
what the Saudi government is- doing to return their children. 

I. The Subpoenaed Documents Are Not Protected by the Vienna Convention on 

Diplomatic Relations 

The main argument you have put forth is that the documents of your lobbyists are 
protected from disclosure by the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. Specifically, you 
have claimed that the lobbyists’ records are “archives and documents of the mission” which are 
“inviolable” under the Vienna Convention. 'Ibis appears to be an unprecedented claim which 
conflicts mth the lobbying firms’ longstanding legal obligations under the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act (“FARA”). Moreover, there is no support for the Saudi position, either in the 
text of the Vienna Convention, or in the supporting caselaw. Indeed, the world’s leading expert 
on the Vienna Convention, Professor Eileen Denza, has issued a written opinion supporting the 
Committee’s position on this point. Finally, the practical ramifications of your argument have 
deeply troubling consequences for the nation’s efforts to combat terrorism. 

A. The Lobbyists’ Legal Responsibilities Under FARA 

The three entities subpoenaed by the Committee, Patton Boggs, Qorvis Communications, 
and The Gallagher Group (“the subpoenaed firms”), are all registered agents of the vSaudi 
government under FARA. FARA was passed to; 
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[PJublicize the nature of subvorsive or other similar activities of such foreign 
propagandists, so tliat the American people may know those who are engaged in 
this country by forei^ agencies to doctrines alien to our democratic fonn 

of government, or propaganda for the purpose of influencing American public 
opinion on a political question. 

H. Rep. 1381, 75th Cong., 1st Sess, (1937), Under FARA, ail registrants must disclose, among 
other things, a statement of the registrant’s business and a statement of the nature of the work the 
registrant perfbnns for the foreign principal. 22 U.S.C. § 6 t2(a). In addiflon, the registrant must 
keep “such books of account and other records with respect to ^ his activities ... as the 
Attorney General, having due regard for toe national s^urity and tlie public interest, may by 
regulation prescribe[.]” 22U.S.C. § 615. Department of Justice regulations specify toat FARA 
registrants must keep and preserve, among other toings, “[a]ll correspondence, memoranda, 
cables, telegrams, teletype messages, and other written communications to and from all forei^ ' 
principals and all other persons, relating to the registrant’s activities on belialf of, or in the 
interest of any of his foreign principals.” 28 C.F.R. § 5.500(a)(i). The registrant must also keep 
“(a]ll correspondence, memoranda, cables, telegrams, teletype messages, and other written 
commumcations to and from all persons, other than foreign principals, relating to the registrant’s- 
political activity, or. relating to political .activity on the part of any of the registrant’s foreign 
■ prinGipals.-” 28 .C.F.R.‘ § 5.50G(a)(2)i; AH of toese.reeords “shall be open.at -all reasonable times, 
■tQtKeinspectionofanyofficiai'charged..withthe'6nforcementof’FARA..22U.S.C. §615; - • 

-Therefore under federal law, toe. subpoenaed Anns are required -to keep all of their 
recdrds of correspondence with the Saudi government or regarding their activities on behalf of 
the Saudi government. These records are open to Justice Department inspection at “all 
reasonable times.” The Justice Department has frequently exercised its rights under 22 U.S.C. § 
615 to obtain and inspect the records of individuals and entities registered under FARA.^ See 
Emerson v. Department of Justice, 603 F. Supp. 459, 462 (D.D.C. 1985) (“Often copies of 
papers in the registrant’s file are obtained for further examination. . . . Some of these papers may 
include diary entries, entertainment guest lists, explanation of certain expenditures and other 
details of the registrant’s activities, including activities that are not required to be reported.”) 

The documents sought by the Committee, are in large part, if not in their entirety, documents 
required to be maintained and open to Justice Department inspections under FARA. Given this 
fact, it is difficult for me to understand your argument toat these precise documents are 
“inviolable” under tlie Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. Indeed, FARA was 
intended to address fact patterns much like the one before the Committee, in which foreign 
governments retain American firms and individuals to present propaganda to mislead the 
American public regarding their highly questionable activities. 

B. The Lack of Legal Support for the Saudi Government’s Position 

Wliile your letter and those of your lawyers were very well di'afted and cited many cases, 
the simple fact is that there is no support for the proposition that the subpoenaed records are 


' In fact, according to records provided to (he Corrunittee by the Department of Justice, it spears that the records of 
at least one Saudi lobbyist have in the past been inspected under FARA. 
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“archives and documents of the mission.” Most illustrative of this fact is that Professor Eileen 
D^iza has drafted the attached legal opinion in si^port of the Committee’s position on this 
question. Professor Denza is a member of the Faculty of Laws at University College London 
mid is the autlior of Diplomatic Law^ the leading treatise on the Vienna Convention. As you can 
see from the attached lett^. Professor Denza believes that records which are the subject of 

subpoenas fiom the Committee on GovOTiment Reform of the House of Representatives are not 
archives, or documents of the Saudi mission and so not protected on the basis of inviolability 
from disclosure.” When one reviews the tesxt of the Vienna Convention, it is clear why Professor 
Denza supports the Committee’s position. Article 24 of the Vienna Convention states that “[t]he 
mchives and docurrtents of tlie mission shall be inviol^le at any time and wherever they may 
be.” However, there is nodiing in tlie Vienna Convention suggesting that documents generated 
by or in the possession of lobbyists mid public relations specialists are in fact “archives and 
documents of the mission.” You have not cited any caselaw claiming that documents generated 
by 'such individuals are protected under Article 24, Rather, you have relied on a tenuous series 
of analogies which in reality, provide no support for your position. 

= Fiist, you claim that under “settled law,” the documents in the possession of the Saudi 
lobbyists are the property of the Saudi Embassy, and that they are therefore subject to tlie 
.provisions of the Vieima Convention.': The mam case you -cite in support of this proposition is In 
re -Grand iBiry_,ProeeedingSy 7'27^E.;2d 941 (ddfo. Oir. : 1984). However, an examination of that . 
•Cas^ shows that it arose in ^ setting- where a lawyer’s records had been. subpoenas^ the client • 

••• directed the lawyer to comply. with the subpoena, and the lawyer refused, claiming that hewas. 

; ..protected: from production by the.Fiffo Amendment to foe U.S. Constitution an.d the attomey. ... 
work product doctrine- The’court held that for'Hfth Amendment purposes, the kw.yer-.did not 
^.possess the documents in a “purely personal capacity” and therefore was not entitled to invoke 
his Fifth Amendment rights over them. The case mi^t be relevant precedent if the Saudi 
government directed the lobbying firms to comply with the Committee’s subpoenas and the 
firms refused. However, it certainly does not establish that the documents of a lobbyist should 
be considered “archives and documents of the mission” within the meaning of foe Vienna 
Convention. 

The other cases which you cited, /« re Stone^ 672 A.2d 1032 (D.C. 1995), In re Kan\ 722 
A.2d 16 (D.C. 1998), and In re Bernstein^ 707 A.2d 371 (D.C. 1998), stand for foe proposition 
that a client should receive a copy of the case file upon request at foe end of the representation. 
These cases do not suggest that all documents generated by or obtained by a lawyer or lobbyist 
in the course of his work are the property of the client. They also do not suggest that in 
situations where a lobbyist does have to return certain records upon the request of the client that 
the lobbyist cannot maintain copies of those records. The cited cases also do not address the case 
before the Committee, where in fact there is an ongoing representation. Most significantly, the 
Saudi lobbyists are under a statutory obligation to maintain copies of the records, and this 
obligation would supersede any request from their client or the caselaw you have cited. FARA 
requires registered agents to keep copi^ of records relating to their representation for three years 
following the termination of their representation of the foreign principal. While the cases you 
have cited do not clearly establish an ownership interest by the Saudi Embassy in the subpoenaed 
records, it is clear that if such an interest exists, it is severely limited by FARA’s requirement 
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Oiat the registered agait maintain the records and fliat the Justice Department have access to the 
records. 


Most importantly, you have not cited any authority which suggests that the documents in 
the possession of consultants for an embassy are “archives and documents of the mission.” In 
fact, as she discusses in her attached letter. Professor Denza believes that the most relevant 
precedent supports the Committee’s position. The main case you have cited for the proposition 
that the subpoenaed records are protected under the Vienna Convention is In re Liberian Eastern 
limber Corp. v. The Governmentof the Republic of Liberia, 659 F, Supp. 606 (D.D.C. 1987). 
However, Liberian Eastern Timber Corp. deals with the attachment of Embassy bank accounts, 
that is, fimds belonging to the Embassy and necessary to perform Embassy functions. As 
Professor Denza has written to the Committee, there is a major difference between a litigant’s 
attempt to attach the funds which belong to an Embassy, and tire Committee’s attempt to 
subpoena records belonging to lobbjdng firms ; 


There have been a series of cases in several jurisdictions, this case being one of 
them, which now establish that embassy bank accounts are entitled to protection - 
under customary, international law. The case, cannot be used in order to enlarge 
-- .tiie protection given under a different Article oTthe Vienna Convention where the ... 
.r.v .wider construction camiothesupportedhyeitiier.tiie-words-of'the Convention^ by. 

r' v practicei orby authorities in other jurisdictidnsi- -v'-.'sv - -■ = ••••, .• 


.Thejem.ainder ofthe cases cited by your lawyersvhave Iittle.ti> do. wifli the issue.:befoi:eu 
the Committee^ For example, your attorneys have dted .iirii Office of Legal Counsel opinion ? . 
drafted regarding a claim of executive privilege by President Clinton: .In. that case, President , 
Clinton claimed executive privilege in response to a Congressional subpoena for records 
containing presidential communications relating to U.S. foreign policy in Haiti. Of course, 
executive privilege is a constitutionally based privilege which protects certain presidential 
communications. It goes widiout saying that executive privilege - a privilege for the U.S. 
President under the U.S. Constitution - is not available to the Saudi government and its 
consultants, lobbyists and public relations agents. Youi- attorneys have also cited a series of 
cases arising under the Freedom of Information Act regarding the deliberative process privilege. 
Of course, these cases have nothing to say about the Vienna Convention or Congress’ right to 
obtain records in the possession of lobbysts zmd public relations specialists for foreign 
governments.^ The fact that your attorneys have spent so many pages discussing cases which are 
so inapplicable to the facts before the Committee demonstrates the lack of support for your 
position. 


^ It should be noted that the deliberative process privilege discussed in the cases cfted by your lawyers would not be 
available to U.S. government agencies in response to a Congressional subpoena. It would be an anomalous result 
indeed to provide private parties lobbying on behalf of foreign governments with the benefit of the deliberative 
process. privilege when it is not available to the U.S. government in response to Congressional subpoenas. 
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C. The Disturbing Ranuflcations of the Saudi Position 

It is also important to consider the ramifications of your argument. First, if your position 
weio correct, a foreign mission could employ a U-S. citizen to break the law, and then cloak any 
documents about that activity in diplomatic immunity. Even a spy could be hired by a foreign 
mission, and then claim that his documents are protected by the Vienna Convention if they were 
sought by the FBI. I see no reason why spies like Robert Hanssen, Aldrich Ames, or Jonathan 
Pollard could not claim that they were ag^ts of foreign embassies, and that their documents 
were protected from disclosure by the Vienna Convention. If tliis argument were allowed to 
stand it could potentially cripple future espionage investigations,^ and would distort the 
fundamental purpose of the Vienna Convention. Second, and perhaps most significantly, your 
interpretation of the Vienna Convention would evisco-ate FARA. FARA was passed to “protect 
the national defer^e, internal security, and forei^ relations of the United States by requiring 
public disclosure by persons engaging in propaganda activities for or on behalf of forei^ 
governments, foreign political parties, and other foreign principals so that the Government and 
the people of the United States may be informed of the itotity of such persons and may appraise 
their statements and actions in the light of tiieir associations and. activities.” Meese v. Keene, 481 
■ tJ.S. 465, 469 (1987)-{quoting 56 Stat 248-49 (1942)). To enaire that filings made under FARA 
• are accurate, -the Justice Department has the right to obtain a. wide array of docuraents.relating to . 
'v a registrant’Sriepr^ent^on of a foreign entity.;.- .Yet, your ar^iment would keep, the D^jartment > 

- from obtaining any of these records.' This interpretation wouldwirtuallybar the Justice • -< 

/Department from, enforcing FARA. It is noteworthy that in the 30 ye.ars:that the.Unit^ States 
. • has been a signatory(taihe..Vienna Convention, rthe Justice Department has-irepeatedly obtained 
records from fepresentatives of foreign- governments, and yet apparently, not once has a foreign ' 
.government made the claim that you advancmg. . 

It is unthinkable that Congress, through silence or inadvertence, relinquished its vital 
oversight responsibilities over registered foreign agents. A number of courts have held that 
statutory nondisclosure provisions, when they are not explicitly applicable to Congress, cannot 
be used to deny Congress access to information. See, e.g., FTC v. Owens-Corning Fiberglass 
Corp„ 626 R2d 966, 970 (D.C. Cir. 1980); Exxon Corp. v. FTC, 589 F-2d 582, 585-86 (D.C Cir. 
1978); Moon v, CM, 514 F. Supp. 836, 840-41 (SONY 1981). Likewise, there is-nothing in the 
Vienna Convention which makes the nondisclosure provisions of tlie Convention applicable to 
the documents at issue, much less a Congressional request for such documents. 

IL Testimony by Representatives of Uie Subpoenaed Firms is Not Privileged 

Just as disturbing as your claim that the subpoenaed documents are privileged is your 
apparent belief that testimony by lobbyists and consultants for the Saudi government is 
privileged as well. Your letter did not make this argument clear, but your lawyers made it clear 
in their recent meeting with Committee staff that you believe that the Committee cannot compel 
your lobbyists and consultants to testify regarding their activities. You aie apparently making 
this claim despite the fact that the Committee has already subpoenaed your top public relations 


^ The argument you have jnade could potentially allow attorneys for previously convicted spies like Hanssen, Ames 
or Pollard to go back and argue against their convictions. 
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consultant, Michael Petruzzello, and he ext^isively about Iiis work for tlie Saudi 

government. 

Your claim is also inconsistent with the Vienna Convention itself, which explicitly 
identifies the pemons who are entitled to ass^ privil^es against providing evidence. Article 
3 1 (2) of the Vienna Convention provides that a “diplomatic agent is not obliged to give evidence 
^ a witness.” This privilege is also expressly extended to members of the administrative and 
technical staff of the mission, so long as these m^nbers are not nationals or permanent residents 
of the receiving state. Art. 37(2). Such nationals or pennanent residents are entitled to only such 
privileges and immunities as the receiving State chooses to provide them. Art. 38. By contrast, 
your claim would extend a privilege against providing evidence to U.S. nationals who are not 
even employees of the mission, and who do not fall within any of die categories of protected 
persons identified by the Convention. iSeeArt. 1. Indeed, Professor Denza has written to the 
Committee that “[lobbyists and public relations specialists providing professional services to the 
Embassy of Saudi Arabia would not on that basis be exempt from an obligation to testify as 
witnesses.” 


- Moreover, even individuals who, unlike the lobbyists and consultants here, occupy 
: positions which the ViennaConvention was designed to protect are not exempt from compulsion 

- to provide evidenect unless andmntihthe State^DepartmeHt has been notified^of fiieir appointment''-. 
intliemanneriH^uiredby the ConventioH. . /ran Inc. y.-Polish American 

- Machinery Carp^'479.E.;Supp.T060,:1064r65-(S.DJ>l. Y. .1.979). : This'Tequirem^tpreserves the 
State Department's Vilify to rejecf^appointmesits-it fmds objectionable, and.dhsur:es thatthe-class.- 
of fiefyons protected by the ConventiOn-is clearly defined. If the government of Saudi Arabia 

• tfuly intended and>expected that -its consultants and lobbyists would be protected by the Vienna 
Convention, it would have so notified the State Department when they were retained. 


IIL Attorney-Client Privilege and Attorney Work Product 


You also objected to the production of any documents protected by the attorney-client 
privilege and attorney work product doctrine. Of course. Congress is not obligated to recognize 
common law privileges like the attorney-client privilege. See, eg.. Proceedings Against Ralph 
Bernstein and Joseph Bernstein, H. Rep. No. 99-462, 99th Cong., 2d Sess. 13 notes 12-14 
(1986). Even if the Committee were disposed to accept such a claim in this case, it is doubtfiil 
that many of the documents are covered by the attorney-client privilege. Only one of the three 
subpoena recipients is a law firm. It also appears that most of the work being carried out, even 
by the law finin, is related to lobbying, not legal work, and would therefore not be protected by 
the attorney-client privilege. See In re grand Jury Subpoenas dated March 9, 2001 at 43-44 
(S.D.N;Y. 2001). See also Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation v. Hurwitz, No. Misc. 01- 
0287 (D.D.C. July 25, 2002).*^ Similarly, Congress is not obligated to recognize the attorney 


li is interesting to note that in the Hurwitz case. Judge Thomas Penfield Jackson allowed the FDIC to proceed with 
a subpoena of records relating to the lobbying.activities of Patton Boggs. According to a press account. Judge 
Jackson informed counsel for Patton Boggs that “he would be inclined to agree with him ‘if you were, in fact, 
defense counsel’ but added: ‘You ace not You provided services of a different nature.”’ James V. Grimaldi, FDIC 
Case Against Texas Businessman Hurwitz Moves Forward with Approval of Subpoena, The Washington Post 
(August 12, 2002). 
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work product doctrine. Even if the Committeedid allow such a claim in this case, it is unlikely 
th^ any of the documents at issue would be pithily classified as attorney work product, given 
the absence of any anticipated litigation in matt^. Nevertheless, if you believe that any of 

the subpoenaed documents are the proper subject of an attorney-client privilege or attorney work 
product claim, we invite you to ra^e such a claim and provide a detailed privilege log. 

Conclusion 

In summary, there is no support for your position that the subpoenaed records are subject 
to protection under the Vienna Convention. Therefore, I reject your claim of privilege, and 
request that the subpoenaed records be produced to the Committee. If the subpoenal parties do 
not comply with my request, I will consider appropriate action to enforce the subpoenas and 
obtain the requested information. 



cc: The Honorable CoHu PoweU,.Secretaiy of State 
The Honorable John Ashcroft, Attorney General 
The Honorable Henry A. Waxman, Ranking Minority Member 
Maureen E. Mahoney, Latham & Watkins 
Robert Luskin, Patton Boggs LLP 
Leslie Kieman, Counsel for Qorvis Communications 
Peter Romatowski, Counsel for The Gallagher Group 


Attachment 
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Faculty of Laws 

UNIVERSITY COLLEGE LONDON 

BBNTHAM HOUSE ENDSLEIGH GARDENS tONDON WCIH OEG 
Tel: 020 7679 2000 Fax: 020 7387 9397 

IS November 2002 


Dear Mr Burton, 

Thank you for your letter of 12 Koveniber 2002. I have 
considered the arguments put forward by and on behalf of the 
Bnbassy of ^ Saudi Arabia in support of their claim that records 
in possession of three firms of lobbyists retained to work for 
them are entitled to be regarded as 'archives and documents of 
the mission' . I am assuming that the relations between the 
three firms and the Saudi Embassy are based on a contract for 
professional services between one of the three firms, Qorvls 
Communications, and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. The other two 
firms are^ in contractual relations with Qorvis Communications 
and not with Saudi Arabia or with the Ambassador. On that basis 
it is my opinion that the records which are the subject of 
subpoenas from the Committee on Government Reform of the House 
of Representatives are not archives or documents of the Saudi 
mission and so not protected on the basis of Inviolability from 
disclosure. 

1 will respond to your questions in order 

1, Article 24 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic 
Relations reflects pre-existing customary International 
law, but also goes beyond it. It establishes, for example, 
that archives not situated on mission premises are entitled 
to inviolability. Nor do the archives of the mission 

(unlike the diplomatic bag) require to be identified by 
visible official marks ' indicating their character. 

/ 

subsequent practice has given a wide construction to the 
term 'archives and documents' by including modern methods 
of storage of information. The 1963 Vienna Convention on 
Consular Relations states that 'consular archives' Includes 
all the papers, documents, correspondence, books, films, 
tapes and registers of the consular post, together with the 
ciphers and codes, the card-indexes and any article of 

furniture Intended for their protection or safekeeping. 
This wide description has always been regarded as 

applicable to the 1961 Vienna Diplomatic Convention, 
particularly since the inimunities accorded to diplomatic 
missions are generally wider than those accorded to 

consular posts. 

To be entitled to inviolability, however, archives and 
documents must be 'of the mission. The test generally 
applied is that they must belong to or be in the possession 
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of tile mission- It may be noted that at the Vienna 
Conference/ the^ United States proposed, and later withdrew 
an amendment which would have defined archives as 

'the official records and reference collections 
belonging to or in the possession of the mission' 

Although the first part of this amendment is clearly too 
narrow, ^ the second part of the proposed definition: 
'belonging to or in the possession of the mission' has been 
confirmed by subsequent practice. These or very similar 
words appear In a number of agreements conferring 
privileges and immunities on international organisations 
, where the context suggests that they were intended to be 
- declaratory of the meaning of Article 24 of the Vienna 
. Convention on Diplomatic Relations. 

The relevance of the test of ownership or possession, to 
; protection as ; 'archives and documents " was explored very 
thoroughly by English courts in 1987 in the context of the 
• collapse of the International Tin Council (ITC) . The ITC 
archives were entitled under international agreement, given 
hffect in United Kingdom domestic law, to the same 
inviolability as was accorded to the official archives of a 
diplomatic mission. The ITC intervened in the case of 
Shearson lehman Brother Inc. and Another v. Maclaine Watson 
k Co, Ltd. and Another seeking to claim inviolability for 
documents originating in the ITC but which had found their 
way into the hands of third parties . You will find the 
successive judgments of the English High Court, the Court 
of Appeal and the House of lords conveniently together in 
77 International law Reports, beginning at p. 107. 

At first instance, Webster, J, accepted (p.^ 122) that .if a 
document was deliberately sent to a third party 'its 

archival character and its inviolability are lost' . pn 

appeal, Dillon, U, maxntained (p. 130) that documents in 
the hands of independent experts consulted by the 
International Tin Council ceased to be archives of the 
organisation. When the case reached the House of lords, 
the Tin Council conceded that inviolability could not arise 
'with respect of any documents held by third parties on 
loan from the ITC or otherwise as bailees or agents for the 
ITC' (p. 162). lord Bridge held (p. 155) that 'a document 

communicated to a third party by an officer or employee of 

the ITC with actual authority, express or implied, or with 
ostensible authority, no longer belongs to the ITC and 
hence no longer enjoys inviolability as part of the 
official archives.' The House of lords judgment, given the 
agreement and legislation which was in issue, is of equal 
application to archives of a diplomatic mission. It was a 
unanimous judgment, and 1 believe that it would be a 
persuasive authority in United States courts. 

2. The case of In re Liberian Sastern Timber Corporation 
V. The Government of the Republic of Liberia is not 
authority for the argument that documents sent with 
authority to a third party for the purposes of obtaining 
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professional advice remain 'archives and documents of the 
mission' . It relates to the entirely separate question of 
whether embassy bank accounts are immune from attachment or 
execution. The Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations 
gives inviolability to property of a diplomatic mission 
(other than archives/ which are treated separately) only 
where it is on the premises of the mission. There have 
been a series of cases in several jurisdictions, this case 
being one of them, which now establish, that embassy bank 
accounts are entitled to protection under customary 
international law. The case cannot be used in order to 
enlarge the protection given under a different Article of 
the Vienna Convention where the wider construction cannot 
be supported either by the words of the Convention, by 
practice, or by authorities in other jurisdictions. 

3. Lobbyists and public relations specialists providing 
professional services to the Embassy of Saudi Arabia would 
not on that basis be exempt from an obligation to testify 
as witnesses. The only persons : entitled to exemption from 
the duty to testify are diplomatic agents notified and 
accepted as such, as well as other members of the mission 
entitled under the terms of Articles 37 and 38 of the 
■ Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. _ Beyond those 
categories, employees and agents of the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia might be able to assert a claim of sovereign 
immunity if asked to give evidence on official matters. 
This is a more difficult area, but I understand that the 
persons concerned are in fact independent contractors 
rather than officials or agents of Saudi Arabia. 

For completeness I should add that I have considered whether the 
documents sought might be entitled to inviolability as 'official 
correspondence of the mission' under Article 27.2 of the Vienna 
Convention on Diplomatic Relations. There is virtually no 
practice establishing the extent of protection given under 
Article 27.2 of the Convention, for reasons which I set out in 
my commentary on the provision [Diplomatic Law, 2nd ed. pp. 163 
- 184) . In my view, however, correspondence to a third party 
• not being an employee of the sending State is not entitled to 
inviolability once it has been received and become the property 
of the recipient. 



Dan Burton 

Chairman, Committee on Government Reform 
House of Representatives 
Congress of the United States 
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RECEIVED 

DEC 2 2002 

HOUSECOMMITIEEON 
GOVERNMENT REFOHM 

ROYAt. EMBASSY OF SAUDI ARABIA 
THE AMBASSADOR WASH I NGTON, D. C. 


November 19, 2002 


The Honorable Dan Burton 
Chairman 

Government Refom Committee 
United States House of Representatives 
2185 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 1 5- 1 406 

Dear Chairman Burton: 

I have the pleasure to forward to you the enclosed letter fiom His Royal Highness 
Prince Sand Al-Faisal, Minister of Foreign Affairs. 

An unofficial translation of the letter is also enclosed. 

With best personal regards. 


Bandar bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz 
Ambassador 



- FXHIBIT 



Enel, a/s 
BbSbA/hs 
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(Unofficial Translation) 


The Honorable Dan Barton 
Chairman 

Government Reform Committee 
United States House of Representatives 
2185 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 1 5-1406 

Dear Chairman Burton: 

His Royal highness Prince Abdullah bin Abdulaziz A1 Saud, Crown Prince, Deputy 
Prime Minister and Commander of the National Guard, asked me to reply, on his 
behalf, to your letter addressed to His Royal Hi^ess on September 12, 2002, in 
which you mentioned that it was meant to continue the dialogue you had with me 
during your recent visit to the Kingdom concerning the cases of children bom to 
Saudi fathers and American mothers. 

First, I would like to express my regret over the misinformation and offenses about 
the Kingdom and its regulations which were included in your letter. Such remarks do 
not help to proceed with the dialogue, understanding and cooperation on an issue we 
consider very important and deserves sufficient attention from both parties in order to 
achieve a clear and joint vision whose first priority would be the interests of the 
children, and would also pave the way for establishing a clear understanding between 
the parents which guarantees a good atmosphere for their children to grow, and 
guarantees their life with freedom and security. This principle was, and still is, the 
basic foundation and main outset for any dealing of the subject from our part. In this 
context, 1 expressed in my message to Secretary Powell that the Saudi Government is 
prepared to work constructively with the US government. I made a practical 
suggestion on how to begin cooperation; through establishing a working committee 
between our two governments to achieve a bilateral protocol which aims at providing 
an acceptable framework and an appropriate joint source to solve the problems that 
mi^t arise in this area. The protocol should be founded on the principle of looking 
for the interests of the children and assist in creating an atmosphere of understanding 

J2 
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between the parents, organizing the visitation ri^ts and defining the responsibility of 
the two governments in observing the protocol and guaranteeing the equal respect for 
the rules and regulations of the two countries. When this is achieved, it will be a good 
start to establish an exemplary international agreement that will regulate similar cases 
in the international community. This is something that we look forward to achieve, 
and reiterate the dedication of the responsible officials in the Kingdom to achieve an 
objective solution. 

You mentioned in your letter that you were “fiustrated” because you were not able to 
meet with the Crown Prince. I wish to remind you of what was relayed to you tiiat his 
previous engagements did not allow the chance for your meeting. But since he is 
personally interested in this issue, he asked me to meet with you at that time. During 
our meeting I advised you of the complete vision of the Kingdom including the 
suggestion mentioned in this letter which aims virtually at solving this problem within 
a legal context and without resorting to po liticizing such cases and using them for 
purposes other than humanitarian purposes - as mentioned in your letter. Such a 
direction would only complicate the matter and drift away from the most appropriate 
context for its solution. It also contributes to a drift in the visions and distracts 
attention fiom looking into cordial solutions based on understanding, and legal 
solutions based on justice and equality. These are the most appropriate options to 
take, to which we are still open and, undoubtedly, the fiiendly US government shares 
tliis vision with us. 

Regarding the two case mentioned in your letter, you accused the Saudi government 
of arranging a meeting in LondonTor the two Gheshayan girls with American officials 
and a TV producer, and of urging them to make a statement expressing their desire to 
remain in the Kingdom. I wish to explain and ascertain that the government of Saudi 
Arabia had nothing to do with the travel arrangements. You should know that the 
meeting was initiated by the husbands of the two Gheshayan girls themselves. As for 
Amjad Radwan, she has her own Saudi passport and she can travel to the US 
whenever she desires to do so without any restrictions. 

What is really surprising is that you used unacceptable allegations against the 
Kingdom and its Islamic Shari’ a laws. You have used inappropriate and unjustifiable 
expressions that do not follow the regulations of a civil dialogue, and accused the 
Kingdom with terms that are not appropriate to be used by a responsible official like 

../3 
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yourself holding a job at the Congress which we respect and appreciate and consider 
as a representative of the civilized cullure and thinking of the American Nation. 
Therefore, we are confident that your personal views do not represent the views of the 
American people whom we trust in its respect of our values and principles. 

Therefore, we totally reject anything that damages our Islamic Shari’ a on which a 
total system of the state is founded, and in which one quarter of the population on this 
earth believe. This Shari’a regulates and guarantees all humanitarian rights without 
any prejudices. It is founded on God’s orders which we follow as well as the good 
objectives of Islam, mainly justice. 

Finally, I wish to reiterate the Kingdom’s preparedness to cooperate with the US 
government to achieve a clear and joint vision about these issues in accordance with 
fee suggestion mentioned earlier. 

Wife my best regards. 

Sincerely, 


Saud Al-Faisal 
Minister of Foreign Affairs 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 


/hs 
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United States Department of State 

NUV.2 2 2Q02 

(WUSEraMMIlTOON Washiagton, D.C. 20S20 

GOVERNMBiTRffORM (jQy 2 2 3)02 

Dear Mr, Chairman : 

On November vis, 2002, yon wrote to advise that, as 
part of the Commiptee's investigation into kidnapping of 
tr.s. citizens to Isaudl Arabia, subpoenas have been issued 
to two consulting! firms one law firm representing! the 
Kingdom. You further advised that the three firms have 
refused to comply with the subpoenas, claiming that they 
are protected from producing the records by the Vienna 
Convention on Diplomatic Relations. You have thus asked 
the Department's view concerning a number of issues 
relating to the ctlaim of . privilege by these entities under 
the Vienna Convention and other legal precedents . 

1 

We note prellirainarily that this issue potentially 
implicates our ability to protect U.S. Government 
information overseas. We employ, for example, contractors 
in connection with the provision of security who have 
access to nonpublic information. Certain diplomatic 
relations activities may, also involve public affairs and 
other contractors. Irrespective of legal considerations, 
the practice of subpoenas of non-public foreign government 
information by legislative bodies may not be one that it is 
in United States interests to encourage. 

In addition, the legal issues involved in responding 
to the Committee's questions, which concern not only 
international lawj but also domestic legal considerations, 
are novel and: complex. In the latter connection, as you 
note, the questions presented touch on the responsibilities 
of, and thus must be coordinated with, other agencies. 



The Honorable 

Dan Burton, Chairman, 

Committee on Government Reform, 
House of Representatives. 
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i^Gcordingly, it will not be possible to provide you 
with a response by the November 25 deadline requested. We 
are, however, actively reviewing the relevant legal 
questions in order to provide you with a further response. 

sincerely. 


Paul V. Kelly 
Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs 
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November 25, 2002 


His Royal Highness Prince Bandar bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz 
Ambassador 

Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia 
601 New flampshire Avenue, N-W. 

Washington, D.C. 20037 

Dear Prince Bandar: 

As you ai-e aware, the Committee has been working for ov^ one year to help U.S, citizens 
who have been abducted to Saudi Arabia. As you are also aware,.I have publicly questioned 
your govemtnent’s conduct regarding child abductions, and I have been v'ery clear in'my 
statenients that I believe your government has acted in. extreme'b^ faith on this issue.- 
Recently, in an effort , to obtaih additional facts, I subpoenaed rebords from three lobbying firms 
tliat have been doing tlie Kingdom’s bidding on the abduction issue. You refused to comply with 
this lawfiil subpoena, and olaiihed instead that the lobbyists’ records were “archives and 
documents” of the Saudi Embassy and, as such, were protected by the Vienna Convention on. 
Diplomatic Relations. As you are aware, I have rgected your legal arguments. 

Until two days ago, I was puzzled by why you would fight the Committee so hard regarding 
tliese documents. Now I understand. This weekend almost every newspaper and television 
network covered a stoiy about funds from your own family that may have ended up in the hands 
of two men who attempted to kill every man and woman in the Pentagon. Obviously, the 
principles you asserted regarding the Vienna Convention in the context of the child abduction 
issue could be used to frustrate U.S. efforts to investigate possible links between your Embassy, 
your family, and the September 1 1 terrorists. You now have an opportunity, however, to 
withdraw your specious Vienna Convention claim and allow expeditious fact finding to occur in 
both the area of the funding of terrorists and the area of child abductions. Legitimate principles 
of diplomatic immunity have not been threatened by the Justice Department, the State 
Department, or the United States Congress. Do not, however, attempt to expand these privileges 
in. a manner that would be antithetical to liie interests of both of our countries. 

Dan Burton 

Chairman 

cc: Tile Honorable Henry A. Waxman, Ranking Minority Member 


exhibit 
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November 27, 2002 


James C. Wilson, Esq. 

Chief Counsel 

Committee on Government Reform 
U.S. House of R^resentatives 
2157 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Jim: 

I have received a copy of Chainnan Burton's November 21, 2002 letter to Prince Bandar : 
bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz with the attached letter firom Professor Eileen Denza at University 
College London.^ We have reviewed these letters with great care, but they have not altered the . 
conclusion of the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia to the United States (the “Embassy**) that 
enforcement oftheCommittee’s subpoenaswouldviolatctheViennaConvenUon. Thcreasons • 
for that conclusion were explained in detail in my November 14 letter to you. Without repeating 
all of the pointe I made in that letter, I would like to comment upon a number of matters covered, 
and not covered, by Chairman Burton's letter and Professor Denza’s. 

Before tunimg to the specific issues, however, I would like to respond to Chairman 
Burton’s claim that the Embassy’s reliance on the Vienna Convention in this context is 
“unprecedented,” and the implication that the Embas^s position is somehow illegitimate 
because it has not cited any case law decided und^fiiat treaty which squarely resolves these 
issues. There arc no cases resolving these issues in part because the subporaias issued by the 
Committee are entirely unprecedented. We arc not amraie ofi and you have not identified, any 
prior instance in which the government of any signatory country attempted to subpoena ^ 
correspondence and internal records of an Embas^’s consultants and agents. I hope that we 
could agree th^ this matter raises several in^rtant questions of first impression and focus our 
discussion on the language and purposes of &e Convention, as well as the inferences that can be 

‘ I have also reccittly received a copy of a letter from Cliainnao ftirton to the Ambassador dated November 25, 
2002, which nttempb to link these issues to this weekend’s news sUnies concer ning the possible redirection of 
(haritable dooatioDS made by his wife. Princess Haife al-Faisal, to persons connected to die Septeinber 1 1 
attacks. The Ambassador and his family of course take vray seriously any possibili^ flat their personal flinds 
may have inadvertently been diverted in such a way, aod are ctuiently investigating what happened. It should be 
obvious, however, diat the application of the Coovention to 5id>poenas issued to lawyers and consultants is 
entirely irrclevani to fte discovery of Princess Haife’s own records. Princess Haife al-Faisal is a diplomat and 

her personal records are indisputably '’invjolable'’ under the Conveulion, even under the Coramittee's 
intcipretafion. See Article 30. 
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drawn fiom analogous precedent. The ^parent novelty of this situation is a reason to proceed 
with great care and deliberation, and with reqiect for opposing poinls of view; it is not a reason 
to resolve any of these questions one way or die oth^. 

I, Professor Denza’s Letter Docs Not Reach Any Final Conclosions As To The Proper 
Resolution Of This Dispute, And Indeed Supports The Embassy's Interpretation Of 
The Convention On Several Points 

I spoke with Professor Den 2 a by telephone about these issues Monday morning.^ 
Professor Denza accepts that her opinion is intoided to relate to the construction of relevant 
provisions of the Vienna Convention, and that die correct application of these provisions to the 
present circumstances seems to involve questions of the propc^ and agency law of die United 
States on which she has no expertise. Her opinion makes clear that it is based on certain 
assumptions as to the legal ownership of the relevant documents. 

As you are aware, the Embassy has consistaidy maintained that the consultants whose 
documents you have subpoenaed are its agents, and that all of die documents belong to the 
Embassy under background property law principles. In our discussion yesterday. Professor 
Denza agreed that the Embassy woidd have a strong argument that the documents under 
subpoena are "documents of the mission" within the meaning of Article 24 if they in fact belong 
to the Embassy under District of Columbia law. Professor Denza is professionally qualified in 
England and has no qualifications or expertise in DC law. 

Professor Denza also confirmed dial because of the concession by the International Tin 
Council (referred to in her Opinion) the House of Lords in die case ofShearson Lehman "Bros. 
Inc. and others v. Maclaine Watson & Co. Ltd. and others did not directly address the 
hypothetical status of documents given to ahailee or agent of die ITC. As Lord Bridge's 
judgment makes clear: 

It was conceded before your Lord^ps that in these circumstances it y/as unnecessary to 
consider the possibility that any ITC document now in the hands of a third party, or any 
ori ginal ITC document referred to as the basis of any derivative document, was originally 
obtained by any dishonesty either on the party of the third party who first obtained it or 
on the part of any member of the staffof IhelTC who first communicated it todiat diird 
party. It was fiirther conceded before your Lordships that no question now arises with 
respect to any documents held by third parties on loan from the TTC or otherwise as 
bailees or agents for the ITC. 

(Emphasis added). The Lords therefore prc^rlyaccqited as a premise for the rest of their 
decision that none of the documents in <^tite had been given to agents of the ITC. Later in his 


Professor Denza has agreed that this letter's cbaracterizadouof her views is accurate. Professor Denza 
expressed tile views herein after she bad an opportunity to review my letter of November 14, 'which I 
forwarded to her after receiving Chairman Burton’s letter. 
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opinion, for example, Lonl Bridge explained that "in accordance with the assumed fects, the 
concessions excluding dishonesty, loan, bailment or agency as the basis of the original 
transmission from die ITC . . . entitle and oblige your Lordships to assunio that the original 
transmission whereby all these documents initially passed out of the possession and control of 
the ITC into the possession and control of third parties was effected by officers or employees of 
the ITC acting in the course of dieir employment" 

The assumption that none of the documents were entmsted to agents of the fl'C was 
critical to the Lords' decision. The prindpal holding of the case is that documents voluntanly 
givai by the ITC to a non-agent third party lose their "inviolable" status, because they no longer 
belong to the rrC under backgroxmdpropCTty/agency law. Lord Bridge explained that "if A, an 
individual, communicates a document to B in the absence of any relationship of lender and 
borrower, bailor and bailee, or principal and agent, the ordinary inference must be that property 
in the document commurucated passes to B when he receives it." (Emphasis added). Such a 
document "no longer belongs to the ITC and hence no longer enjoys inviolability as part of the 
official archives." But (as the italicized language above demonstrates) the Lords’ opinion was 
quite careful to distinguidi situations in which the documents weie conveyed to an agent 
Although the issue was not technically before them because of the iTC's concession, the Lords' 
reasoning strongly implies that documents conveyed to a borrowar, bailee or agent would have 
remained "inviolable" under the Convention. 

As Professor Denza pointed out in our conversation, the critical question in interpreting 
Article 24 of the Convention in this context is whetiier the materials under subpoena are 
"archives and documents of the mission*’ And, as the ITC case confiims, that question 
ultimately turns on the background agency and property law, and die relationship between them. 

n. The Attorneys And Consultants Whose Piles Have Been Subpoenaed By The 

Committee Are Agents Of The Embody, And The Files In Question Therefore 

Belong To The Embassy, Under Settled U,S, Law 

The attorneys and consultants whose files are at issue in this matter are clearly agents of 
til© Embassy under U.S. agency law, and tiie Committee has never contended otherwise. As the 
Commitlee has consistently pointed out, all of them are in fact regislCTcd foreign agents under 
the U.S. Foreign Agents Registration Act ("FARA"). The duties they were retained to perfoim 
include both advising the Embassy and r^resenting the Embassy (including speaking on its 
behalf) in discussions with the U.S. govemmenVthe media, and oflier groups. This is a 
quintessential agency relationship. 

My November 14 letter cited several cases which specifically hold that correspondeaice 
with, and Hor nm ents generated by, agents like these belong to the clirat under settled property 
law principles, Chaimian Burton's letter disparages these precedents (primarily on the ground 
that they were not decided in the Vienna Conveaition context), but offers absolutely no contrary 
authority on the actual issue. That omission docs not surprise me, as I would have thought it 
entirely beyond dispute that materials that an agent is hired lo produce and subsequently paid for 
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belong to the principal, as do materials entrusted to an agent in the course of an agency 
reJationship. That is certainly true in the United States, and the International Tin Council case 
strongly iniplies fliat it is true at least in the United Kingdom as well. 

Chairman Burton's letter attempts to distingui^ In re Grand Jury Proceedings, 727 F.2d 
941 (10* Cir. 1984), on the ground that itwas decided in flie context of an attorney’s assertion of 
the Fifth Amendment privilege against self-incrimination- Respectfully, 1; fail to undCTstand his 
reasoning. The issue did arise in the amtext of a criminal case against the lawyer, but the court’s 
holding was that the lawyer U)\]ld not invoke the Fifth Amendment privilege because the 
documents belonged to his client, not to him. The court held that “[a]ny ownership rights which 
inure in the file belong to tiie client who has presumably paid for the professional services and 
preparations made by the attorney,” and that “[s]© for as we can determine, it is a general 
principle of law that client files belong to the client and indeed the court may order them 
surrendered to the client , . . subject only to the attorney’s right to be protected in receiving 
compensation from the client for work done.” 727 F.2d at 944 (emphasis added). That caveat is 
; a reference to the established law that an attorney has a lien on his work product until he or she is 
paid for it iSee, e.g.. D.C. Rules of Professional Conduct l.g(i). But that merely confirms fiie 
general principle that the woric ultimately belongs to the client; a person cannot have a lien on 
something that belongs to them. 

Chairman Burton's discussion of the attomoy discipline cases is similarly purzling. See 
Jtt re Stone, A.2d 1032 (D.C. 1995); h re Karr, 121 A2A 16 (D.C. 199S); Tn re Bernstein, 

707 A.2d371 (D.C. 1998). Those cases intopr^ed an ethics rule requiring an attorney to 
sunender to the client all “property that the client is entitled to receive” at the end of the 
representation. The D.C. courts considered it obvious that the attorney’s file on the client was 
“jwoperty that the client is entitled to receive,” just like money or any other tangible property 
entrusted to the lawyer by the client Chairman Burton's letter argues that these cases do not 
hold that the attorney cannot retain a copy of the file. The cases do not address that question 
either way, but I fail to see its relevance. Even ifpearoitted, such a copy would have to be made 
on the lawyer’s own time and with the lawyer’s own money. And no such copies have be«a 
made by the Embassy’s attorneys and consultants here. His suggestion that the attorney 
discipline cases involved a terminated rather than ongoing r^resentation is also a non sequitur. 
Surely you would not contend that a clioat’s file belongs to hir agent during the agency 
relatioi^p and becomes the property of the client only if the agent is fired— or that your 
position regarding the application of the Vienna Convention would change if the Embassy were 
to fire tiicse agents today. 

Chsunnan Burton's suggestion that FARA’s document maintenance requirements are 
inconsistent with the Embassy’s ownership of tiiese documents is easier to understand, but also 
ultimately unpersuasive. Ownership rights that are subject to regulatory requirements are quite 
common in the law. FARA certainly constrains the use of these documents during the three 
years tl^t the Embassy’s consultants are required to retain them for potential inspection by the 
Department of Justice. But tliose constraints imply nothing about who ultimately owns the 
documents, and who is therefore entitled to receive them when that period is up. 
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in. Chairman Burton's Letter Entirely Fails To Address The Embassy’s Interpretation 

Of Artide 27 Or The Puiposes Of The Convention 

Chairman Burton's letter suggests that the Embassy’s “main argument” has been that its 
consultants' records are “archives and documents of the mission” which are ‘inviolable” under 
Article 24 of the Convention. The Embassy’s claim of privilege in these documents has never 
been dependent on Article 24, because it has also relied on Article 27’s related guarantees that 
“[t]He ojSicial correspondence ofthc mission shall be inviolable,’’ and that “[t]he receiving State 
shall peimil protect ftee communication on fee part of fee mission for all official purposes.” 
Chairman Burton's letter completely fails to respond to the Embassy’s arguments based on 
Article 27 of the Convention, Profesor Denza's-letter briefly mentions Article 27 at the <md, but 
only to restate her conclusion (and the holding of Shearson Lehman Bros.) that "correspondence 
to a third party not being an employee of the sending State is not entitled to inviolability once it 
has been received and become the property of fee reorient." As explained above, the Embassy 
agrees that official correspondence would ordinarily be subject to subpocna when sent to a third 
party who is not an agent, but that principle is irrelwant to fee present situation because all the 
documents at issue are in possession of an agent of the Embassy. 

Article 27 ^ 2’s guarantee that “[t]he official coircqjondence of the mission shall be 
inviolable” is important in this context because it illustrates fee Convention’s consislent 
recogiition that an embassy must communicate wife many persons and entities outside of the 
embassy and its official persoimel in order to fulfill their functions. The Convention defines 
“official correspondence” as “all correspondence relating to the mission and its functions.” Art. 
27 K 2. Those “functions” include, inter alia, “negotiating wife the Government of the receiving 
State/’ “ascertaining by all lawful means conditions and developments in the receiving State ” 
and “promoting friendly relations between the sending State and the receiving State.” Art. 3 ^1. 
Those ai'e precisely fee functions for which the Embassy has sought the assistance of fee 
attorneys and consultants here. 

Even if a reviewing court ultimately determined tiiat some of fee materials covered by fee 
Committee’s subpoenas are not entitled to complete inviolability under the Convention, 
however, fee Embassy is confident feat the court would hold lhai the Convention’s guarantee of 
“free communication on the part of the mission for all official purposes,” Art. 27 *j| 1 , proNides 
significant protection for confidential comimmications with agents ret^ned to advise and assist 
with the performance of core diplomatic functions. At a bare minimum, a reviewing court will 
require an in camera review of the documents in question to permit a balancing of fee Embassy’s 
legitimate interests under fee Convention gainst the Committee’s reasons for wanting to review 

them. 


The Embassy’s confidence on that point stems from an analysis of the cardinal purpose of 
the Convention, which is to "ensure the efficient performance of the functions of diplomatic 
missions as representing States." Chairman Burton’s letter does not dispute the Embassy's 
showing that the Supreme Court has placed substantial weight on the stated purposes when 
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interpretiilg treaties; or its anal>^is of the Coave^^'s purp<»es; or its crKicliision that "the 
efficient perfonmance of the ^notions of diplom^c missions" dqjaids upon the right to conduct 
confidential conunimicatians with advisors like the ones relain«3 by fee Embassy. 

In fee most closely ^alogons situaticats that have yet arisc^i, fee United States Supxranc 
Coiat and lower fcdraal courts have conasteatly recognized that fee effici^t functioning of fee 
United States government requires “cxecutw” and “deiibCTative process” privileges protecting 
fee ability of govemnieat officials to have oondideDtial cconmunications with advisors, both 
inside outside of the govemmcni. hi United States v, Nixon, 41 8 U.S. 683 (1974), for 

example, the Supreme Court reco^izcd a privilege protecting the President's confidential 
conammicatioss wife advlsia^ — subject, of course, to an in camera balancing of the PresidOTt’s 
need for confidentiality against any legitimate countervaiHng interests in disclosure.^ And in a 
smes of cases interpreting the related common law “deliberative process” privilege, as 
iocgrporalcd by statute into the freedom of Infounation Act, the U.S. Court of for fee 

DC. Ciicuit hsis held feat is ‘irrelevant’ wdiether the aufeor of fee documents is ‘a regular 
agency employe ot a temporary consultant,*'* because it is to effectively deliberate, an 
agency may need or to ‘afest the help of outside experts skilled at unraveling [the] knotty 

complexities’ of ‘problems outside their ken.”* Pub. (Ntizenv. Dep’tqf Justice, 111 F.3d 168, 
170-71 p.C. Cir. 1997) (citations oraitted). 

Chaimnan Burton's letter responds feat executive privUege is “a privilege for the U.S. 
President under fee U.S. ConstiUition” and therefore “is mt available to the Saudi govemment” 
That observation is true but entirely beside fee p<^t The Embassy has never suggested timt 
thcK? privileges z?>ply to it directly. The Emba^y’s point is feat, in deciding whefeer *%c 
efficient performance of the fonctions of diplomatic mi^ons” requires fee ability to have free 
and confidential communicaiions with consultants, a U.S. court naturally look for fee 
resolution of analogous questions elsewb^ in fee law. And the closest available analogies are, 
undeniably, the executive and deliberative process privilege cases. 

Chairman Burton's assertion that U.S. agendes may not mtcipose Freedom of 
Information Act “deliberative process" ex^options inie^^nse to a Congressional subpoena is 
sirndlarly beside the point. These documents and crunmunications are protected by fee Vienna 
Convendon, not FOIA. It merely happens feat the only U.S. cases to consider wbefeer a 
govenuncntal entity has a legitimate need for confidentuU communications wife outside 
cousultauts were decided under FOIA — ^and consistoitly hold that such comuhations are 


^ . The Sa^Htme Coiui iKid in jJixon that the Presideot's " broad, undifferaadated ddm off pubKc interest io the 

CMifidentiaiity of [his] conversations" must be balanced in camera agair.s( the Special Piosemtofs in^oitant 
iiiciwtsiacriimoallawaiforcemcQt. 41511.5.2X706. Inpoxtaafly forpTesenxptaposcs,however,theCourt 
isdicated diat even an in camera buloDv/ttg might Ia; ius^^iopiulc in a case ins'olvuig "3 claim of need to 
protect railitaiy, diplomatic, or sensitive national seewity secrets." Id 
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essential to the decisionmaking process. A mart mteipreting the Vienna Convention is likely to 
aiiive ai the same conclusion, tor the same re^ons.'^ 

In the end, there simply caiumt be any sedous dispute that the Embassy’s interpretation 
of the treaty is consistent will] the text of Article 27 because rafoicement of the subpoenas would 
unieasonabiy impair its “freedom to communicate” with adtIsoTS “for official purposes.” Nor 
can there be any serious dispute that The ^nbassy’s intapretation is squarely supported by the 
express purposes of the Conveatioji. In these cmumstonccs, Supreane Court precedent would 
require adoption of the Embassy’s interpretation. See El AI Israel Arlines, Ltd. v. Tstu Yuan 
Tseng, 525 U.S. 155, 168-70(1999) (treaties should be interpreted in the manner "most faithful" 
to fee "cardinal purpose" of the treaty). 

IV, The Embassy’s Interpretation Of The Convention Does Not Conflict With The 

Foreign Agents Registration Act 

Chainnan Burton’s letter asserts that the Foreign Agents Registration Act “makes clear 
that the activities of — ‘propagandists,’ including the documents tiwy generate, send and receive 
in the course of those activities, are to be subject to the ‘spotlight of pitiless publicity* so that the 
Andean people may be fully informed of both the identity of the propagandists and tiic nature 
of the activities feey undertake on behalf of tiieir foreign masters.” We are frankly surprised that 
he would use the legislative history ho quotes in such a misleading way. 

FARA docs indeed require that foreign agents provide written disclosures on a 
registration statemeul concerning the. nature of their activities and that the ‘informational 
materials” (formerly defined as ‘‘^litical prop^anda”) generated by registered agents be made 
public and identified a.s such. 22 U.S.C, § 614(c). And tiw legislative history that Chairman 
Burton quotes does indicate that the purpose of (hose previsions is to ensure that such political 
propaganda is subject to the “spotii^t of pitiless publicity ” H. Rep. 1381, 75* Cong., 1“ Sess. 
(1937). As you are well aware, however, ttiis dispute has nothing to do with the accuracy of the 
registration statement or fee “informational materials** for which FARA requires public 
disclosure. The Embassy’s attorneys and consullaaO have publicly disclosed all such materials. 
The private correspondence and deliberative docomcDts the Committee has subpoenaed plainly 
do not fall into that statutory category, and the Committee has never suggested that they do. To 
the coutraiy, your argument has been (and remains) that the materials in question fall within the 
“books of account and other records ” that FARA and its implementing regulations require 
registered agents to retain privately, for inspection upon request by the officials in the C riminal 
Division of the United States Department of Justice for the purpose of ^forcing FARA itself. 
See22 U.S.C. § 615; 28 C.FJI. § 5.500. 


Wbilc FOIA ejfcngjtiofls of course do not directly 3pp]y when Congress subpoenas agency records, we have no 
doubt diat the D.C. Circuit would refer to ita closely analogous FOIA precedents when evaluating an agency’s 
assertion of jmvOege in that context. Moreover, drere is no doubt that Con^tiSS is bound by fee Vienna 
Convention for the reasons explained in iny Novenri>cr Id letter (which Ohaimian Bxinoa does not diap^te). 
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As I pointed out in my last letter, liowcvcr, the Committee is not the Dq>aitmeut of 
Justice and these st^poenas have absolaiely nothing to do witii the enforcem«it of FABA, 
Furthennore, as I pointed out in my November 14 letter and Chairman Burton's letter does not 
even discus, the United Slates jDistrict Coiirt for the District of Columbia has squarely held tlmt 
FARA’s record-keeping requirements do not trump pri\il 6 ges created by other law. That court 
has held tiiat KARA registrants may witirhold even from foe Justice Department any materials 
protected by the attorney-client privilege, and that the court— through an in camera review — ^will 
decide which documents are privileged and which are not. Attorn^ General of the United States 
V. Covington <6 Burling^ 41 1 F.Supp. 371 (D.D.C. 1976). The Committee's position that all 
priAiieges with respect to documents in a legistnmt’s fil« are waived or abrogated by FARA is 
. thcrofoK; incouastent with serried law. And there is no conceivable basis for conclufong that 
FARA leaves intact foe common law attoniey-client privilege while abrogating privileges 
creat^l by foe Vienna (invention — particularly in light of the rule that statutes cannot be 
interpreted to conflict with a treaty 'Tf any other possible construction remains,” Murray v. 
Schooner Charming Betsy, 6 U.S. <2 Cianch) 64, 1 1 8 (1804). and foe fact that foe Convention 
was ratified several decades after FARA was passed 

Chairman Burton's suggestion that foe Embassy’s interpretation of FARA would “shroud 
in absolute secrecy foe very same activities” that FARA requires to be exposed to foe “spotlight 
of pitiless publicity” is therefore plainly laconw:!. And his assertion that FARA requires public 
disclosure of foe documents at issue is irreconcil^le wifo Supreme Court precedent intdpretiog 
FARA. The Supreme Court explained in fTerecA v. United States, 318 U.S. 236, 241 (1943) that 
the “general purpose of foe legislatitm was to identify agents of forci^ principals” who mi^t 
“^read Q foreign propaganda, and to require foem to make public record of foe nature of foeir 
employment,’* throu^ foe public disclosures required by foe registration statement itself. The 
Court accordingly held in ytereck that the A^ must no* be read to require public disclosure of 
any infonnation beyond that expressly mandated for inclusion in foe registration statement (and 
the provisions mandating the public filing of propaganda). Yet font is precisely what your 
Committee seeks to demand here: disclosure of confidential documents that Congress did not 
require foreign agents to file with the public. FARA is accordin^y not implicated 'hare. 

V. Chairman Burton’s Letter's Discassion Of “Disturbing Ramifications” Serious^ 

Overstates The Embassy’s Poritioa 

Chaiiman Burton's letter suggests that foe lEinbassy’s interpretation of the Convention 
Will 0 ve diplomatic missions carte blanche to retain U.S. citizens to break foe law with 
impunity, and will “cripple future espionage investigations” by permitting ^ies to claim that the 
documeaits in their possession are protected embassy records. Xhese concerns are seriously 
0xa^»at^. 

The Committee's subpoenas do not seek doemnents from suspected spies, or in 
connection wifo an espionage investigation. They seek the confid^Hal files and 
communications of agents that foe Fhibasty has retained for advice and assistance in connection 
with ongoing diplomatic ne^tiatioiK between foe Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and foe United 
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SMes Department of Slate. As I explained in my last letta*, these are precisely Ae kinds of 
sensitive deliberative matesials reiafliigto d^lomatic nidations that the executive branch of 
the United States government has refused to share with Congress going back to the 
adnhimtiation of George Wa^iis^rm. 

There is no need to coi^ido: the cxtrwne scararic^ raised by Chairman Burton at ftiis 
time, because this dispute can be I'esoh'ed entirely on the basis of Article 27's protections for 
"oiEoial correspondesnee” and "free commuoication fixrall official purposes." Article 27 1, 2. 

The activities of these agents, and tiie Eml^sy*s purposes for retaining them, fall squarely 
utithiti the Convention's description of tiie apprcpiiate "functicais of diplomatic missions," Article 
S ^ 1 , and are iherefore clearly "official'* con’esp<mdencc and communications under Article 27. 
Hiring an agent to engage in espionage is plamly not wi&in tiie legitimate funelions of a 
diplomatic laiKiion, and the documents held by such an agent would acccadingly be aititled to no 
protection under Article 27. See, e.g.. Article 3 (the functions of a mission include “ascertaining 
by all lawfiil means conditions and devdopments in the receiving stats"). The Embassy believes 
that .a reviewing court could evaluate a sufficiently credible allegation of espionage by reviewing 
the disputed document in camera. This matter can therefore be resolved entirely on the basis of 
Convention principles that pose none of the dangers Chairman Burton idCTitifies, 

Presented with the land of abuses Chairman Burton suggests, a reviewing court could 
also decide that documents not on embassy preniiises, and in the hands of an agent hired for 
egregiously illegal and blatantly non-diplomatic purposes, are not "archives and documents of 
the mission” under Article 24. There would be munerous potratial routes to such a holding. 
Because the conOacl of ageucy between die embassy and the agent would be void for illegality, 
for example, it is by no means clear that such an agent’s documents would belong to the embassy 
under Iwckground property law. Documents stolen from the U.S. government certainly would 
not, for obvious reasons. The Embassy sees no need to peculate at this time ^out the proper 
resolution of extreme hypothetical scenarios, when tiic situation at hand involves unquestionably 
legitimate activity and falls so squarely wittiin the core of the Convention's purposes. 

VI. Chsirman Burton's Letter Misunderstands The Embassy’s Position Relating To 

Testimonial Immunities 

Chairman Bruton’s letter suggests that I stated in an eaili er m eeting with the Committee’s 
staff that the Embassy’s attorneys and consultants could not be compelled to give testimony 
before the Committee. I apologize for any confusion, but the position I articulated was 
coiKidmbly more limited than that. As Chaixm^m Boon's letter correctly points out, the 
Vienna Convention specifies the persons who aro oititlcd to an absolute, personal immunity 
against ©ving evidence. The Embassy does not contend that its attorneys and consultants fid! 
into any of those categories. 

Although the Embassy recognizes that its attorneys and consultants have no personal 
testimonial immunity, however, it believes that under catain limited circumstances such pemons 
would be entitled to ^ert the Emlxasy’s awn privileges under the Convention. If, for example. 
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a document is "inviolable" under Articles 24 and 27, it would not be comistm wife the siructuie 
or purposes of the Convention 1o com^iel at^one to rrad it mto tile record, or otherwise testify 
concaning its contents. The Convaiti^’s goaiantee that such documerits arc inviolable ‘*at any 
time and wherever they may be” woull be hollow if it covdd be so easily evaded. 

, Professor Denza’s letter leaves qjen the pos^Hlify iKat “employees and agents of tlie 

KipgdomofSaudi Arabia might be able to assert a claim of sovCTeign immunityifaskedto give 
evidence on official matters,” but states that she "understandls] that the persons concerned are in 
f^ independent coiUractors ratiier than ofiicials at agents of Saudi Arabia.” As explained 
above, these pCTsoss are in fact tiie Bnbass/s agents under the rclevmt som^s of law in the 
United States, hi any event, the Embassy agrees that its agents could be subpoenaed to testify 
about a variety of non-confidentlal matters even as tiiey pertain to official fimerions. The scope 
of testimonial immunity would be no greater than the scope of the Embassy’s privilege for 
confidential communications and records ^tablisbcd by the provisions of the treaty. 

As you Icnow, have made repeated offers to discuss ways tiiat -we could provide you 
wiflii information — such as historical facts relev ant to inquiry — without abrogating the 

important privileges est^lished by the Conv^ition. To date, you have indicated that your sole 
inlercst.is to review all the documents so that you can make your own assessment of tiie 
Embassy’s good faith. That inflexible position is unacceptable '‘lease let me know if you hav'e 
any interest in pursuing othor avenues of discussion. 


Sincerely, 



of LATHAM & WATKINS 


ccj David KasSjBsq, (by hand) 
Michael Stem, Esq. (by hand) 
Mike Yeager, Esq. (by haii(Q 



1418 


11/29/2002 12:15 FAX 202 847 2762 DOS LEG AFFAIRS 1^002 

I 

United States Department of State 

Waskfuginn, D.C. 20520 

Dear chairman Bvjlrton: 

Secretary Powell received your letter dated November 
26, 2002 in which you reguest that the Department provide a 
witness from the Office of the Legal Advisor to testify at 
a hearing on December 4, 2002 entitled: "The Saudi Claim of 
Privilege; Must Saudi Lobbyists Comply with Subpoenas in 
the Committee's Investigation of Child Abduction Cases." 

In your previous letter to the Secret'^ry dated 
November 18, 2002, you requested that the Department 
provide the Committee with responses by Noveinber 25 to four 
questions regarding the Saudi claim of privilege. The 
Department responded on November 22 that it would not be 
possible to respond in such a short time frame because "the 
legal issues involved . . - concern not only international 
law but also international legal issues [that! are novel 
and complex" and that the questions "potentially 
implicate n our ability Co protect U.S. Government 
information overseas" and "touch on the responsibilities 
of, and must be coordinated with, other agencies." 

In these circumstances, your letter of November 26 
requesting that the Department provide a witness to testify 
on December 4th on the questions set out in your letter of 
November 18 is sqmewhat surprising. While the Department 
has begun to research the subject and has alerted the 
Department of Justice to the need to address your questions 
and coordinate our response, v/e are not now able to add 
anything to our letter of November 22. Nor do we expect to 
have answers to your questions by December 4. 

Accordingly,! ;thQ Department of State requests that, if 
you proceed with the hearing on December 4, its letter of 
November 22 be included in the record as the statement of 
the Department's position. A witness from this Department 
would not be in a position to p3X>vide the Committee with 
any further information at that time. 

The Honorable 

Dan Burton, Chairman, 

Committee on Government Reform, 

House of Representatives. 





1419 


11/29/2002 12:16 FAX 202 647 2762 DOS LEG AFFAIRS 1^003 


- 2 - 


We Crust this response proves helpful. If we can 
provide any further information, please contact my Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for House Affairs, Carl Raether at 
647 - 2623 - 

Sincerely, 

Paul V. 

Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs 
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December 3, 2002 


The Honorable John Ashcroft 
Attorney General 

United States Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

Dear General Ashcroft: 


It is my understanding from your staff that the Justice Department has not developed a 
position regarding the claim of privilege by the Saudi government before the Committee. As you 
know, the Saudi government has claimed that the documents of its American lobbyists are 
protected from disclosure by the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. I believe that the 
Saudis’ claim of privilege has obvious and widespread consequences for law enforcement and 
homeland security. The documents of any individual who receives money and direction from a 
foreign embassy could be considered inviolable and off limits to any investigation. This theory 
could protect the documents of spies, terrorists, and a host of other lawbreakers from law 
enforcement access. This privilege, if upheld would also eviscerate the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act, effectively eliminating any oversight of individuals who promote foreign 
government interests in the United States. 


Given the widespread consequences of this claim of privilege, I am disappointed that the 
Justice Department has decided not to weigh in on this matter. I would be willing to delay the 
government panel of the hearing if the Department could develop a position within the next week 
or two. However, the Department is not willing to do so. I believe that by avoiding taking a 
position on this subject, the Justice Department may be providing encouragement to the Saudi 
Embassy and others who would keep critical documents from law enforcement. I request that a 
representative from the Justice Department appear before the Committee to testify and answer 
questions regarding this subject. Thank you for your assistance. 


-Sincerely, 

rr 


'On 

Dan Burton 
Chairman 


3 ^ 


■ EXHIBIT 

i K. 


cc: 


The Honorable Henry A. Waxman, Ranking Minority Member 
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December 3, 2002 


The Honorable Colin L. Powell 
Secretary of State 
2200 C Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C, 20520 

Dear Secretary Powell: 

I have received the letter of November 29, 2002, in which Assistant Secretary Paul V. 
Kelly informed me that the State Department will not provide the Committee with answers to its 
questions regarding the claim of privilege by the Saudi government under the Vienna 
Convention at its December 4, 2002, hearing. I am surprised that the State Department would 
decline to take a position on this issue at this time. Department staff have been aware of the 
Saudi claim of privilege since October 28, yet, after a month of research and analysis, they are 
still unprepared to answer the most basic questions about it. I would be willing to postpone the 
government p^el of the hearing for a week if the Department was willing to provide the 
Committee with a definitive answer at that time, but I saw no indication in Mr. Kelly’s letter that 
the Department was willing to do so. 

The Saudis’ claim of privilege has obvious and widespread consequences for law 
enforcement and homeland security. The documents of any individual who receives money and 
direction from a foreign embassy could be considered inviolable and off limits to any 
investigation. This theory could protect the documents of spies, terrorists, and a host of other 
lawbreakers from law enforcement access. It is inconceivable to me, then, that the Department 
of State, which has an important role in interpreting the Vienna Convention, would not have a 
clear position on this issue after a month of analysis. I still request that a representative from the 
State Department appear before the Committee to testify and answer questions regarding this 
subject. Thank you for your assistance. 



incerely. 




Dan Burton 
Chairman 


- EXHIBIT 

i 1/ 



cc; The Honorable Henry A. Waxman, Ranking Minority Member 
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The Life of The 
Prophet Muhammad 
Role models Unveiled 


Dangers of politicizing mixed marriages 

By Abdul Aziz Husain AJSuwaiyyegh 




Kahil's Cartoon 

An Arab News 


In an interview with the Associated Press in London. Aliya and Aysha, two Saudi 
girls, spoke to Dona Abu Al-Naser about the breakdown of their parents’ 
marriage. Their father is Saudi while their mottier is American. Dona explains 
that both girls were brought up in a conservative Saudi family and over the past 
1 7 years have seen their mother only once. She has battled fiercely to have the 
girls brought to the United States. Dona repeats a statement by the younger 
daughter, Aliya, 23: ”1 don’t want to go to the US or contact my mother." Aysha, 
who is 29, said: "We want her to leave us alone and we will not rest until she is 
dead.^' From her home in San Francisco, Pat Roush, their mother, says: "My 
daughters love me and I love them." She accuses the Saudi government of 
forcing the girls to reject her. 


Arab view 
Islamic Political 
Development 


SaudLMuttial Funds 


Oil 

Search ArabNews 


I myself have followed cases in which problems have arisen between American 
wives and Saudi husbands — problems leading to strained family life, toss of 
love and eventually to divorce. It is important to first clarify that this phenomenon 
is neither strange nor is it unique to Saudi husbands. These are problems that 
arise between husbands and wives all over the world, In "normal" as well as in 

I "mixed marriages" — where the partners are of different nationalities. 

' What is strange about "mixed marriages" is that social and marital problems are 
transformed into thorny political issues which could damage relations between 
two countries long linked by friendship and mutual interests. Even more 
ludicrous is that the Saudi government should be accused by certain individuals 
of forcing husbands and children to act in a way that is against their interests. : 
What possible self-interest could motivate the Saudi government to take such a 
stand? The adoption by a government of a certain political stance is usually 
linked to a goal that serves the interest of that state or government. Have those 
who spread these accusations asked themselves what interest would be served 
by denying a mother her daughters or a husband his wife? What interest does it 
serve for the Saudi government to forbid Roush’s daughters from contacting her 
or going back to her? 

An 1 8-member delegation from the US Congress visited Saudi Arabia last week. 
Congressman Dan Burton, diairman of the Committee on Government Reform 
in the US Congress, headed the delegation. In June, prior to his visit to the 
Kingdom, Burton led a session in which he delivered a speech concerning US- 
Saudi relations — the major part of wrfilch dealt wiUi what he termed "the case of 
weak people" or more specifically, the cases of marital problems between Saudi 
husbands and their American wives. In his speech. Burton accused the Saudi 
government of refusing to respect American law and said that Saudi laws 
regarding the rights of women and children were wrong. According to Burton, not 
only had the Saudi government refused assistance in solving such cases, it had 
also established what he called "safe houses" for Saudi husbands in a country 
that regards women and children as private property. 


The aim of this delegation’s visit was to verity the facts surrounding Rou 
case and other simifar cases. This is exactly what the Saudi governmen 


http://www.arabnews.com/SArticle.asp?ID=18814&sc^Burton& 
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inem lo ao aespiie iis (xinvicuon tnai sucn cases are governea oy social 
relations and law rather than by fordgn affairs. The Saudi Minister for Foreign 
Affairs. Prince Saud Al-Falsal, considers matters of marital discord between 
some Saudi husbands and their American wives as neither a Saudi-American 
problem nor a governmental problem. It is a family problem. In spite of that, the 
Saudi government did its utmost to urge die sisters. Aliya and Aysha, to discuss 
the case. Furthermore, it bore the expenses of their travel, with their husbands 
an d children, to London inoraer to allow them^otal freedom to speak or indeed 
travel from London to the US or even to seek refuge in thelJS~Embassy in 
_L.ondon if they so wish ed. 

As reported by the Associated Press, an American diplomat visited the sisters 
and confirmed that she found them in good health and that they had told her 
they did not wish to travel to the US at that time. Despite all her efforts, including 
providing the sisters with American passports, the sisters refused her offer. In 
spite of the fact that the sisters are considered American by birth, they both 
confirmed that neither of them held an American passport. Aysha insists: "The 
US is not our country. Even if our mother is American, if we were to go there, we 
would not be happy. We would be lost." At the same time, the sisters speak with 
great love of their father and say that he constantly asks them whether they 
would like to speak with ttieir mother on the phone. Aysha confirms, "He did not 
forbid us from seeing our mother if we wished." 

VWio is it then that is subjecting them to torture and nightmares disregarding their 
wish? The sisters confirm that It Is their mother who is doing it through her public 
campaign. Aysha says of her mother; "She has appeared on television and 
insulted us and our religion. This approach does not help us have any feelings 
for her." 

When the Associated Press journalist asked them if they had any final words to 
say to their mother, Aliya said; "We are proud to be Saudi women. Our men treat 
us with respect and we live well. Just make her leave us alone. Many years have 
passed and we do not need her." As for Aysha, her final words were: "If she truly 
loves us and wants us to be happy, then let her leave us to live in peace with our 
husbands in Saudi Arabia without any scandals in the newspapers or on 
television." 

The problem is that despite all this, their mother, in an e-mail to the Associated 
Press, said that there was no guarantee her daughters had spoken freely in 
London. She went on to say; "It pains me that the government of Saudi Arabia 
and their mentally retarded father and his family have tortured them and have 
now subjected them to this nightmare in London." She declared that she would 
not give up and would not stop wori<ing to get back "my Aliya and my Aysha". 

In the end, of course, marital disputes are human ones whose effects are not 
limited to the partners. They affect also the children, who are the fuel that keep 
the fire burning. Prince Saud clarified in his meeting with the delegation from the 
Congress that the subject of disputes in mixed marriages is considered "a 
human tragedy that should not be politicized." He confirmed that his country was 
not only concerned with, but was also committed to, dealing with these cases 
and that the Saudi government had created a special committee to review each 
case in an attempt to find a solution acceptable to both sides. Prince Saud also 
asked that both countries work side by side to find practical solutions to these 
tragic cases. The solutions "should guarantee the rights of both parents and, 
more importantly, should safeguard the rights of the children who are the real 
victims in such cases." 

In my opinion, the Saudi government has presented endless evidence of its 
good intentions and showed its ccwnmitment lo finding a solution to the marital 
disputes the delegation investigated. The invitation extended to the delegation 


http;//’www.arabnews.com/SArticle.asp?ID=18814&sct=Burton& 


12/2/2002 



1424 


ArabNews: Dangers of politicizing mixed marriages Page 3 of 3 


and giving its members full freedom to meet with any of the children of American 
mothers and giving them the chance to speak without witnesses merely confirms 
the extent of the Saudi efforts. The government has no objective except to work 
for a solution that guarantees the rights of both sides and especially the rights of 
the children. The attempts to use these cases as tools to harm the Saudi 
government and distort the image of the Saudi citizen is unacceptable. For every 
case of a failed marriage between Saudis and Americans, there are many more 
successful ones where the wives and families live peacefully together whether in 
Saudi Arabia or in the US. Marriage is a relationship between two people that 
may last so long as either person lives or it may end the very first day. I 
remember the story of a newly married couple who began their honeymoon with 
an argument during v^ich their voices were raised and things ended in divorce. 
Upon grumbling to one of his friends about his bad luck, the friend commented; 
"Marriage resembles a ban-el frlled half wnth honey and half with onions. It 
seems, my friend, that you have opened the barrel from the wrong end." 

— Abdul Aziz Husain AlSuwaiyyegh is director of the Foreign Ministry’s office in 
the Western Province. 


B Email this article a Print this article 


http://www.arabnews.com/SArticle.asp?ID=!8814&sct=Burton& 
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FROM :JUSTICE 


FPfX NO, :3167234iil 


Sep. 18 2002 09:ilflM P4 


98-08-28 15:44:31 EDT 

3m; JJftining@HillandKnQwlton.com (Jm Jemvings) 

76: Sai*sthett@aol,com rSaudith0lt@aoi.a3m‘). dmcciain@r»ftvwb.net (’dmcciain@insolwwb.net') 

Pat, Maqafet, and Monica, 

My name is Jim Jenr^tgs, and i am the Director of Natioial PracWces fty 
HiH and Knowfton in the United States, ftid { tave seen recent em^ tr^c 
about your cor>cems over meetings at ttio Nahwi^ Press Cli4> next weA. 

While \ am saddened over the human pain you must be sufterv^ i need to 
m£^e sure in your duhng this (i^od that you revise you have some 
tacts sorely wrong, and are c<^piet^y mist^en ffyou believe in any way, 
shape cw fbmj that our company Is involved with this mattar or represftTting 
any abject of tite gcKftnmei^ of Saudi Arabia on any matter. 

Any such f^ireserrtaticffi vnder US law must be registered with the Department 
of Justice thder the requifftnertfs of the Foreign Agents Re^strafion Ad. 

AH registration Is opfti to any piAlic inqury, and I encourage you to 
confirm that we do not represent the fiarei^ gov^nment you suggest we do 
btft also confirm to yoia" conshiuencies that we do. ! have been witti this 
firm for 25 yefts arxt do not remember a time when we have ever represented 
the Saudis - yet you state boldly in your email that we do, and Uvat we have 
reserved rocms next week for some event we have utterly nc^ing to do vwth. 

We reserve rooms r^ulariy for fsass toiefings at the National Press Club as 
would expect given the breadttv of our corpcxBte clients who are in the 
^ >. Indeed we reserved a couple of rooms next w«ek there, but for a 

client of record, not the Saudi government. You have made a leap 
in your assumptiwvs which Is not factual. 

We wish you ail the best In your struggle to find your chil<*en, but 
respectfully request that you set the record straight with your 
constituendes, and in no way include us in some list of companies to be 
boycotted. You are fighting what you believe is a travesty of justice, and 
I am swe in that process do not to commit one yoieselves. 

Many Thanks. 


^ 0 ^ - 




— Heattere — 

Retum-^^ath: <JJenning@HiiiandKnowifon.com> 

Received: tom r!y-ya05.frw.ao».com (rty-yaQS.mail.aoi.com 1172.18.144.197)) by air-yapS.mx.aol.com {v48 1) with SMTP' Fri 
28 Aug 1998 15;44;31 -0400 v / , . 


Received from fir8w^l.hillandknowftoo.ca (hlllandknowdon-ca {198.S3.205.2j} 
by dy-yaOS.mxad.com (8.8.8/8.8.5;AOL-4iJ.O) ' 
with SMTP id PAA10680for <Sau£Stheft@apl,com>; 

Fii, 28 Aug 19^ 15:42:05 -0400 (EDT) 

Recaved by gateway id <R)®Y02KN>; Fri, 28 Aug 1988 15;37;14i.p400 
Message-ID; <^41059ABED9DED1 11A0E«K>8O5F9F59CC67FA?1@WASes:iH1> 
From: Jhn Jftvfir^ <JJennii^tffllandKnowlton.com> 

To: ’"Sauditheft@aoi.com'" <Saucrittveft@aol.com>, 

■"dmcclain@insolwwb.net'’’ 

\ . . •dmcdan@insoiwwb.net> 

Fri. 28 Aug 1998 15:34:33 -0403 
MIME-Version; 1.0 
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Davis & Gii,beht i-lp 

1740 Broa.ovv:ily 
NewYc«k, New York 10019 
(ai2) -aea-^doo 

KiCslMlLE 707 WESTCHESTKR AVBKUE 

C81g>Aee--*06e Svzxzsio 

DIHECT ITIAL KWBEB; WHITE Pl^TWS, BTY 10e<M 

( 614 ) 383-0600 

csis)4ee- 
B MAIL AOnRSSS 


S^eniber2Srl998 

CERTIFIED RETURN RECIEPT REQUESTED 
FEDERAL EXPRESS 
Ms. Pat Roush 

Center For Middle East Women's Rights 
52 Justin Drive 

San Francisco, California 94112 
Dear Ms. Roush: 

We are legal counsel to Hill and Knowlton. 

You have been repeatedly advised that Hill and KnowUon does not now, nor has it ever, 
represented the government of Saudi Arabia, its embassy in Washington, DC, or any of its individuals in 
diplomatic or community matters. 

You have persisted in disseminating false information about Hill and Knowlton in connection 
with your allegations of the company’s involvement on issues relating to human rights abuses. All of 
what you have published is false and obviously dbseminated with malicious intent, since you have 
previously been advised of the true feds. 

We request that you immediately cease any public statements about Hill and Knowlton that do 
not reflect the true facts with respect to this issue. 

If you do not immediately cease this improper, untruthful and intentionally malicious attack on 
Hill and Knowlton, we will take whatever steps are necessary to properly protect our clients interests. 


Cc: Doug Burton 

Associate Editor, Insight Magazine 
3600 Mew York Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20002 

i»12C>084/2p@c02i/7504;99‘.?9 09/25/98 S:00 PM 
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December 28,1998 


Davis & Gilbert 
1 740 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 

VIA TELEFAX 

Dear Mr. Davis and Mr. Gilbert; 

In your letter addressed to me dated September 25, 1 998 you stated that you are legal counsel to 
Hill and Knowlton the public relations firm and large international lobbyist group. You 
emphatically and most aggressively affirmed that your client. Hill and Knowlton, “does not now, 
nor has it ever, represented the government of Saudi Arabia, its embassy in Washington, DC, or 
any of its individuals in diplomatic or community matters”. 

You also emphasized quite strongly that I was, “disseminating false information about Hill and 
Knowlton in connection with your allegations of the company’s involvement on issues relating 
to human rights abuses. All of what you have published is false and obviously disseminated with 
malicious intent, since you have previously been advised of the true facts”. 

You also .made a threatening statement to me at the end of your letter which reads, “If you do not 
immediately cease this improper, untruthful and intentionally malicious attack on Hill and 
Knowlton, we will take whatever steps are necessary to properly protect our clients int«ests”. 

It is obvious to me that you are quite misinfonned about whom your clients represent and have 
represented in the past. It is stated quite factually in die national bestseller, “Agents of 
Influence” by Pat Choate published by Touchstone Books in 1990 that Hill and Knowlton have 
represented the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia (pg 246) and His Royal Highness Prince Talal 
(pg 236 and pg 256). 1 have included faxed photocopies of these pages from this book to you in. 
this correspondence. The book also states that Hill and Knowlton have represented the Saudi 
arms dealer, Adnan Khashoggi (pg 242). 


1 suggest that next time before you send any threatening letters to me or any of the other victims 
of Saudi torture, you check things out a bit more thoroughly. 


Sincerely, 

Pat Roush 


Cc; Doug Burton-Insight Magazine 
Ben Souens-Harpets Magazine 
Michael Wildes, Esq.-Wildes&Weinberg 


■ EXHIBIT 
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FORMATION PROGRAMS 


Intefiatlona} Security i Terrorism 


18 April 1961 

Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations, 1961 


The States Parties to the. present Convention^ 

Recalling, that peoples of all nations from ancient times have recognized the status of 
diplomatic agents, 

Having in mind the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations 
concerning the sovereign equality of States, the maintenance of internationai peace 
and security, and the promotion of friendly relations among nations, 

Believing that an international convention on diplomatic Intercourse, privileges and 
Immunities would contribute to the development of friendly relations among nations, 
Irrespective of their differing constitutional and social systems. 

Realizing that the purpose of such privileges and immunities is not to benefit 
individuate but to. ensure the efficient performance of the ffinctlons of diplomatic 
missions as representing States, 

Affirming that Uie rules of cxistomary international law should continue to govern 
questions not expressly regulated by the provisions of the present Convention, 

Have agreed as follows: 

Article 1 

For the purpose of the present Convention, the following expressions shall have the 
meanings hereunder assigned to them: 

(a) the "head of the mission" is. the person charged by the sending State with 
the duty of acting in that capacity; 

(b) the "members of the mission" are the head of the mission and die 
members of the staff of the mission; 


(c) the "members of the staff of the mission" are the members of the 
diplomatic staff, of the administrative and technical staff and of the service staff 
of the mission; 

(d) the "rhembers of the diplomatic staff' are the members of the staff of the 
mission having diplomatic rank; 


(e) a "diplomatic agent" Is the head of the mission or a member of the 
diplomatic staff of the minion; 


(0 


the "members of the administrative and technical staff are the mem 
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the staff of the mission employed in the administrative and technical service of 
the mission; 

(g) the "members of the service staff" are the members of the staff of the 
mission in the domestic service of the mission; 

(h) a "private servant" is a person who is in the domestic service of a member 
of the mission and who is not an employee of the sending State; 

(i) the "premises of the mission" are the buildings or parts of buildings and the 
land ancillary thereto, irrespective of ownership, used for the purposes of the 
mission including the residence of the head of the mission. 

Article 2 

The establishment of diplomatic relations between States, and of permanent diplomatic 
missions, takes place by mutual consent. 

Article 3 

1. The functions of a diplomatic mission consist, inter alia, in: 

(a) representing the sending State In the receiving State; 

(b) protecting in the receiving State the interests of the sending State and of 
its nationals, within the limits permitted by international law; 

(c) negotiating with the Governrnent of the receiving State; 

(d) ascertaining by all lawful means conditions and developments in the 
receiving State, and reporting thereon to the Government of the sending State; 

(e) promoting friendly relations between the sending State and the receiving 
State, and developing their economic, cultural and scientific relations. 

2. Nothing in the present Convention shall be construed as preventing the 
performance of consular functions by a diplomatic mission. 

Article 4 

1. The sending State must make certain that the agrement of the receiving State has 
been given for the person it proposes to accredit as head of the mission to that State. 

2. The receiving State is not obliged to give reasons to the sending State for a 
refusal of agrement. 

Article 5 

1. The sending State may, after it has given due notification to the receiving States 
concerned, accredit a head of mission or assign any member of the diplomatic staff, as 
the case may be, to more than one State, unless there is express objection by any of 
the receiving States. 
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2. If the sending State accredits a head of mission to one or more other States it 
may establish a diplomatic mission headed by a charge d'affaires ad interim in each 
State where the head of mission has not his permanent seat. 

3. A head of mission or any member of the diplomatic staff of the mission may act as 
representative of the sending State to any international organization. 

Article 6 

Two or more States may accredit the same person as head of mission to another State, 
unless objection is offered by the receiving State. 

Article 7 

Subject to the provisions of Articles 5, 8, 9 and 11, the sending State may freely 
appoint the members of the staff of the mission. In the case of military, naval or air 
attaches, the receiving State may require their names to be submitted beforehand, for 
its approval. 


Article 8 

1. Members of the diplomatic staff of the mission should in principle be of the 
nationality of the sending State. 

2. Members of the diplomatic staff of the mission may not be appointed from among 
persons having the nationality of the receiving State, except with the consent of that 
State which may be withdrawn at any time. 

3. The receiving State may reserve the same right with regard to nationals of a third 
State who are not also, nationals of the sending State. 

Article 9 

1. The receiving State may at any time and without having to explain its decision, 
notify the sending State that the head of the mission or any member of the diplomatic 
staff of the mission is persona non grata or that any other member of the staff of the 
mission is not acceptable. In any such case, the sending State shall, as appropriate, 
either recall the person concerned or terminate his functions with the mission. A 
person may be declared non grata or not acceptable before arriving in the territory of 
the receiving State. 

2. If the sending State refuses or fails within a reasonable period to carry out its 
obligations under paragraph 1 of this Article, the receiving State may refuse to 
recognize the person concerned as a member of the mission. 

Article 10 

1. The Ministry for Foreign Affairs of the receiving State, or such other ministry as 
may be agreed, shall be notified of: 

(a) the appointment of members of the mission, their arrival and their final 
departure or the termination of their functions with the mission; 

(b) the arrival and final departure of a person belonging to the family of a 


http://usmfo.state.gov/topical/pol/terror/viemia61.htm 


10/22/2002 



1431 


Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations, 1961 


Page 4 of 14 


member of the mission and, wfhere appropriate, the fact that a person becomes 
or ceases to be a member of the family of a member of the mission; 

(c) the arrival and final departure of private servants in the employ of persons 
referred to in sub-paragraph (a) of this paragraph and, where appropriate, the 
fact that they are leaving the employ of such persons; 

(d) the engagement and discharge of persons resident in the receiving State as 
members of the mission or private servants entitled to privileges and Immunities. 

2. Where possible, prior notification of arrival and final departure shall also be given. 

Article 11 

1, In the absence of specific agreement as to the size of the mission, the receiving 
State may require that the size of a mission be kept within limits considered by It to be 
reasonable and normal, having regard to circumstances and conditions In the receiving 
State and to the needs of the particular mission. 

2. The receiving State may equally, within similar bounds and on a nondiscriminatory 
basis, refuse to accept officials of a particular category. 

Article 12 

The sending State may not, without the prior express consent of the receiving State, 
establish offices forming part of the mission in localities other than those in which the 
mission itself is established. 


Article 13 

1. The head of the mission is considered as having taken up his functions in the 
receiving State either when he has presented his credentials or when he has notified 
his arrival and a true copy of his credentials has been presented to the Ministry for 
Foreign Affairs, of the receiving State, or such other ministry as may be agreed, in 
accordance with the practice prevailing in the receiving State which shall be applied in 
a. uniform manner. 

2. The order of presentation of credentials or of a true copy thereof will be 
determined by the date and time of the arrival of the head of the mission. 

Article 14 

1. Heads of mission are divided into three classes, namely: 

(a) that of ambassadors or nuncios accredited to Heads of State, and other 
heads of mission of equivalent rank; 

(b) that of envoys, ministers and internuncios accredited to Heads of State; 

(c) that of charges d'affaires accredited to Ministers for Foreign Affairs. 

2. Except as concerns precedence and etiquette, there shall be no differentiation 
between heads of mission by reason of their class. 
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Article 15 

The class to which the heads of their missions are to be assigned shall be agreed 
between States. 


Article 16 

1. Heads of mission shall take precedence In their respective classes in the order of 
the date and time of taking up their functions In accordance with Article 13. 

2. Alterations in the credentials of a head of mission not involving any change of 
class shall not affect his precedence. 

3. This article is without prejudice to any practice accepted by the receiving State 
regarding the precedence of the representative of the Holy See. 

Article 17 

The precedence of the members of the diplomatic staff of the mission shall be notified 
by the head of the mission to the Ministry for Foreign Affairs or such other ministry as 
may be agreed. 

Article 18 

The procedure to be observed in each State for the reception of heads of mission shall 
be uniform in respect of each class. 

Article 19 

1. If the post of head of the mission Is vacant, or If the head of the mission Is unable 
to. perform his functions, a charge d'affaires ad interim shall act provisionally as head 
of the mission. The name of the charge d’affaires ad Interim shall be notified, either by 
the head of the mission or, in case he is unable to do so, by the Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs of the sending. State to the Ministry for Foreign Affairs of the receiving. State or 
such other ministry as may be agreed. 

2. . In cases where no. member of the diplomatic staff of the mission is present in the 
receiving State, a member of the administrative and technical staff may, with the 
consent of the receiving State, be designated by the sending State to be in charge of 
the current administrative affairs of the mission. 

Article 20 

The mission and Its head shall have the right to use the flag and emblem of the 
sending State on the premises of the mission, including the residence of the head of 
the mission, and on his means of transport. 

Article 21 

1. The receiving State shall either facilitate the acquisition on its territory, in 
accordance with its laws, by the sending State of premises necessary for its mission or 
assist the latter in obtaining accommodation in some other way. 

2. It shall also, where necessary, assist missions in obtaining suitable 
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accommodation for their members. 


Article 22 

1. The premises of the mission shall be inviolable. The agents of the receiving State 
may not enter them, except with the consent of the head of the mission. 

2. The receiving State is under a special duty to take all appropriate steps to protect 
the premises of the mission against any intrusion or damage and to prevent any 
disturbance of the peace of the mission or impairment of its dignity. 

3. The premises of the mission, their furnishings and other property thereon and the 
means of transport of the mission shall be immune from search, requisition, 
attachment or execution. 

Article 23 

1. The sending State and the head of the mission shall be exempt from all national, 
regional or municipal dues and taxes In. respect of the premises of the mission, 
whether owned or leased, other than such as represent payment for specific services 
rendered. 


2. The exemption from taxation referred to in this Article shall not apply to such dues 
and taxes payable under the law of the receiving State by persons contracting with the 
sending State or the head of the mission. 


Article 24 

The archives and documents of the mission shall be inviolable at any time and 
wherever they may be. 


Article 25 


The receiving State shall accord full facilities for the performance of the functions of 
the mission. 


Article 26 

Subject to its laws and regulations concerning zones entry into, which is prohibited or 
regulated for reasons of national security, the receiving State shall ensure to all 
members of the mission freedom of movement and travel in its territory. 

Article 27 

1. The receiving State shall permit and protect free communication on the part of the 
mission for all official purposes. In communicating with the Government and the other 
missions and consulates of the sending State, wherever situated, the mission may 
employ all appropriate means, including diplomatic couriers and messages in code or 
cipher. However, the mission may install and use a wireless transmitter only with the 
consent of the receiving State. 

2. The official correspondence of the mission shall be inviolable. Official 
correspondence means all correspondence relating to the mission and its functions. 
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3. The diplomatic bag shall not be opened or detnined. 

4. The packages constituting the diplomatic bag must bear visible external marks of 
their character and may contain only diplomatic documents or articles intended for 
official use. 

5. The diplomatic courier, who shall be provided with an official document indicating 
his status and the number of packages constituting the diplomatic bag, shall be 
protected by the receiving State In the performance of his functions. He shall enjoy 
personal inviolability and shall not be liable to any foim. of arrest or detention. 

6. The sending State or the mission may designate diplomatic couriers ad hoc. In 
such cases the provisions of paragraph 5 of this Article shall also apply, except that the 
immunities therein mentioned shall cease to apply 

when such a courier has delivered to the consignee the diplomatic bag in his charge. 

7. A diplomatic bag may be entrusted to the captain of a commercial aircraft 
scheduled to land at an authorized port of entry. He shall be provided with an official 
document Indicating the number of packages constituting the bag but he shall not be 
considered to be a diplomatic courier. The mission may send one of Its members to 
take possession of the diplomatic bag directly and freely from the captain of the 
aircraft. 


Article 28 

The fees and charges levied by the mission In the course of its official duties shall be 
exempt from all dues and taxes. 


Article 29 

The person of a diplomatic agent shall be inviolable. He shall not be liable to any form 
of arrest or detention. The receiving State shall treat him with due respect and shall 
take all appropriate steps to prevent any attack on his person, freedom or dignity. 

Article 30 

1.. The private residence of a diplomatic agent shall enjoy the same inviolability and 
protection as the premises of the mission. 

2. His papers, correspondence and, except as provided in paragraph 3 of Article 31, 
his property, shall likewise enjoy inviolability. 

Article 31 

1. A diplomatic agent shall enjoy immunity from the criminal jurisdiction of the 
receiving State. He shall also enjoy immunity from its civil and administrative 
jurisdiction, except in the case of: 

(a) a real action relating to private immovable property situated in the territory 
of the receiving State, unless he holds it on behalf of the sending State for the 
purposes of the mission; 

(b) an action relating to succession in which the diplomatic agent is involved as 
executor, administrator, heir or legatee as a private person and not on behalf of 
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the sending State; 

(c) an action relating to any professional or commercial activity exercised by 
the diplomatic agent in the receiving State outside his official functions. 

2. A diplomatic agent is not obliged to give evidence as a witness. 

3. No measures of execution may be taken in respect of a diplomatic agent except in 
the cases coming under sub-paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) of paragraph 1 of this Article, 
and provided that the measures concerned can be taken without infringing the 
inviolability of his person or of his residence. 

4. The immunity of a diplomatic agent from the jurisdiction of the receiving State 
does not exempt him from the jurisdiction of the sending State. 

Article 32 

1. The immunity from jurisdiction of diplomatic agents and of persons enjoying 
immunity under Article 37 may be waived by the sending State. 

2. Waiver must always be express. ^ 

3. The initiation of proceedings by a diplomatic agent or by a person enjoying 
immunity from jurisdiction under Article 37 shall preclude him from invoking immunity 
from jurisdiction in respect of any counter-claim directly connected with the principal 
claim. 

4. Waiver of immunity from jurisdiction in respect of civil or administrative 
proceedings shall not be held to imply waiver of immunity In respect of the execution 
of the judgement, for which a separate waiver shall be necessary. 

Article 33 

1. Subject to the provisions of paragraph 3 of this Article, a diplomatic agent shall 
with respect to services rendered for the sending State be exempt from social security 
provisions which may be in force in the receiving State. 

2. The exemption provided for in paragraph 1 of this Article shall also apply to 
private servants who are in the sole employ of a diplomatic agent, on. condition: 

(a) that they are not nationals of or permanently resident in the receiving 
State; and 

(b) that they are covered by the social security provisions which may be in 
force in the sending State or a third State. 

3. A diplomatic agent who employs persons to whom the exemption provided for in 
paragraph 2 of this Article does not apply shall observe the obligations which the social 
security provisions of the receiving State impose upon employers. 

4. The exemption provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Article shall not preclude 
voluntary participation in the social security system of the receiving State provided 
such participation is permitted by that State. 
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5. The provisions of this Article shall not affect bilateral or multilateral agreements 
concerning social security concluded previously and shall not prevent the conclusion of 
such agreements in the future. 

Article 34 

A diplomatic agent shall be exempt from all dues and taxes, personal or real, national, 
regional or municipal, except: 

(a) indirect taxes of a kind which are normally incorporated in the price of 
goods or services; 

(b) dues and taxes on private Immovable property situated in the territory of 
the receiving State, unless he holds It on behalf of the sending State for the 
purposes of the mission; 

(c) estate, succession or inheritance duties levied, by the receiving State, 
subject to the provisions of paragraph 4 of Article 39; 

(d) dues and taxes on private income having Its source In the receiving State 
and capital taxes on investments made in commercial undertakings in the 
receiving State; 

(e) charges ievied for specific services rendered; 

(f) registration, court or record fees, mortgage dues and stamp duty, with 
respect to Immovable property, subject to the provisions of Article 23. 


Article 35 

The receiving State shall exempt diplomatic agents from all personal services, from all 
public service of any kind whatsoever, and from military obligations such as those 
connected with requisitioning, military contributions and billeting. 

Article 36 

1. The receiving State shall, in accordance with such laws and regulations as it may 
adopt, permit entry of and grant exemption from all customs duties, taxes, and related 
Charges other than charges for storage, cartage and similar services, on: 

(a) articles for the official use of the mission; 

(b) articles for the personal use of a diplomatic agent or members of his family 
forming part of his household, including articles intended for his establishment. 

2. The personal baggage of a diplomatic agent shall be exempt from inspection, 
unless there are serious grounds for presuming that it contains articles not covered by 
the exemptions mentioned in paragraph 1 of this Article, or articles the import or 
export of which is prohibited by the law or controlled by the quarantine regulations of 
the receiving State. Such inspection shall be conducted only in the presence of the 
diplomatic agent or of his authorized representative. 

Article 37 
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1. The members of the family of a diplomatic agent forming part of his household 
shall, if they are not nationals of the receiving State, enjoy the privileges and 
immunities specified in Articles 29 to 36. 

2. Members of the administrative and technical staff of the mission, together with 
members of their families forming part of their respective households, shall, if they are 
not nationals of or permanently resident in the receiving State, enjoy the privileges 
and immunities specified in Articles 29 to 35, except that the immunity from civil and 
administrative jurisdiction of the receiving State specified in paragraph 1 of Article 31 
shall not extend to acts performed outside the course of their duties. They shall also 
enjoy the privileges specified in Article 36, paragraph 1, in respect of articles imported 
at the time of first installation. 

3. Members of the service staff of the mission who are not nationals of or 
permanently resident in the receiving State shall enjoy Immunity in respect of acts 
performed in the course of their duties, exemption from dues and taxes on the 
emoluments they receive by reason of their employment and the exemption contained 
in Article 33. 

4. Private servants of members of the mission shall, if they are not nationals of or 
permanently resident in the receiving State, be exempt from dues and taxes on the 
emoluments they receive by reason of their employment. In other respects, they may 
enjoy privileges and immunities only to the extent admitted by the receiving State. 
However, the receiving State must exercise its jurisdiction over those persons in such a 
manner as not to Interfere unduly with the performance of the functions of the mission. 


Article 38 

1. Except insofar as additional privileges and immunities may be granted by the 
receiving State, a diplomatic agent who Is a national of or permanently resident In that 
State shall enjoy only immunity from jurisdiction, and Inviolability, In respect of official 
acts performed In the exercise of his functions. 

2. Other members of the staff of the mission and private servants who are nationals, 
of or permanently resident In the receiving State shall enjoy privileges and immunities 
only to the extent admitted by the receiving State. However, the receiving State must 
exercise its jurisdiction over those persons In such a manner as not to interfere unduly 
with the performance of the functions of the mission. 

Article 39 

1. Every person entitled to privileges and immunities shall enjoy them from the 
moment he enters the territory of the receiving State on proceeding to take up his post 
or, if already in its territory, from the moment when his appointment is notified to the 
Ministry for Foreign Affairs or such other ministry as may be agreed. 

2. When the functions of a person enjoying privileges and immunities have come to 
an end, such privileges and immunities shall normally cease at the moment when he 
leaves the country, or on expiry of a reasonable period in which to do so, but shall 
subsist until that time, even in case of armed conflict. However, with respect to acts 
performed by such a person in the exercise of his functions as a member of the 
mission, immunity shall continue to subsist. 
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3. In case of the death of a member of the mission, the members of his family shall 
continue to enjoy the privileges and immunities to which they are entitled until the 
expiry of a reasonable period in which to leave the country. 

4. In the event of the death of a member of the mission not a national of or 
permanently resident in the receiving State or a member of his family forming part of 
his household, the receiving State shall permit the withdrawal of the movable property 
of the deceased, with the exception of any property acquired in the country the export 
of which was prohibited at the time of his deaUi. Estate, succession and inheritance 
duties shall not be levied on movable property the presence of which in the receiving 
State was due solely to the presence there of tiie deceased as a member of the 
mission or as a member of the family of a member of the mission. 

Article 40 

1. If a diplomatic agent passes through or is In the territory of a third State, which 
has granted him a passport visa if such visa, was necessary, while proceeding to take 
up. or to return to his post, or when returning to his own country, the third State shall 
accord him inviolability and such other immunities, as may be required to ensure his 
transit or return. The same shall apply In the case of any members of his family 
enjoying privileges or immunities who are accompanying the diplomatic agent, or 
travelling separately to join him or to return to their country., 

2. In circumstances similar to those specified in paragraph 1 of this Article, third 
States shall not hinder the passage of members of the administrative and technicafor 
service staff of a mission, and of members of their families, through their territories. 

3. Third States shall accord to official correspondence and other official 
communications in transit, including messages in code or cipher, the same freedom 
and protection as is accorded by the receiving State. They shall accord to diplomatic 
couriers, who have been granted a passport visa if such visa was necessary, and. 
diplomatic bags in transit the same Inviolability and protection as the receiving State is 
bound to accord. 

4. The obligations of third States under paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 of this Article shall 
also apply to the persons mentioned respectively in those paragraphs, and to official 
communications and diplomatic bags, whose presence in the territory of the third State 
Is due to force majeure. 


Article 41 

1. Without prejudice to their privileges and immunities, it Is the duty of all persons 
enjoying such privileges and immunities to respect the laws and regulations of the 
receiving State. They also have a duty not to interfere in the internal affairs of that 
State. 

2. All official business with the receiving State entrusted to the mission by the 
sending State shall be conducted with or through the Ministry for Foreign Affairs of the 
receiving State or such other ministry as may be agreed. 

3. The premises of the mission must not be used in any manner incompatible with 
the functions of the mission as laid down in the present Convention or by other rules of 
general international law or by any special agreements in force between the sending 
and the receiving State. 
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Article 42 

A diplomatic agent shall not in the receiving State practise for personal profit any 
professional or commercial activity. 

Article 43 

The function of a diplomatic agent comes to an end, inter alia: 

(a) on notification by the sending State to the receiving State that the function 
of the diplomatic agent has come to an end; 

(b) on notification by the receiving State to. the sending State that, in 
accordance with paragraph 2 of Article 9, it refuses to recognize the diplomatic 
agent as a member of the mission. 


Article 44 

The receiving State must, even in case of armed conflict, grant facilities in order to 
enable persons enjoying privileges and Immunities, other than nationals of the 
receiving State, and members of the families of such persons irrespective of their 
nationality, to leave at the earliest possible moment. It must, in particular, in case of 
need, place at their disposal the necessary means of transport for themselves and their 
property. 


Article 45 

If diplomatic relations are broken off between two States, or if a mission is 
permanently or temporarily recalled: 

(a) the receiving State must, even in case of armed conflict, respect and 
protect the premises of the mission, together with its property and archives; 

(b) the sending State may entrust the custody of the premises of the mission, 
together with Its property and archives, to a third State acceptable to the 
receiving State; 

(c) the sending State may entrust the protection of its Interests and those of 
its nationals to a third State acceptable to the receiving State. 


Article 46 

A sending State may with the prior consent of a receiving State, and at the request of 
a third State not represented In the receiving State, undertake the temporary 
protection of the interests of the third State and of its nationals. 

Article 47 

1. In the application of the provisions of the present Convention, the receiving State 
shall not discriminate as between States. 
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2. However, discrimination shall not be regarded as taking place: 

(a) where the receiving State applies any of tiie provisions of the present 
Convention restrictively because of a restrictive application of that provision to its 
mission in the sending State; 

(b) where by custom or agreement States extend to each other more 
favourable treatment than is required by the provisions of the present 
Convention. 


Article 48 

The present Convention shall be open for signature by all States Members of the 
Nations or of any of the specialized agencies or Parties to the Statute of the 
International Court of Justice, and by any other State invited by the General Assembly 
of the United Nations to become a Party to the Convention/ as follows; until 31 October 
1961 at the Federal Ministry for Foreign Affairs of Austria and subsequently, until 31 
March 1962, at the United Nations Headquarters in New York. 

Article 49 

The present Convention is subject to ratification. The Instruments of ratification shali 
be deposited with the Secretary-General of the United Nations. 

Article 50 

The present Convention shall remain open for accession by any State belonging to any 
of the four categories mentioned in Article 48. The Instruments of accession shall be 
deposited with the Secretary-General of the United Nations. 

Article 51 

1, The present Convention shall enter into force on the thirtieth day following the 
date of deposit of the twenty-second Instrument of ratlficaOon or accession with the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations. 

2. For each State ratifying or acceding to the Convention after the deposit of the 
twenty-second instrument of ratification or accession, the Convention shall enter Into 
force on the. thirtieth day after deposit by such State of its instrument of ratification or 
accession. 


Article 52 

The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall inform all States belonging to any of 
the four categories mentioned in Article 48: 

(a) of signatures to the present Convention and of the deposit of instruments 
of ratification or accession, in accordance with Articles 48, 49 and 50; 

(b) of the date on which the present ConvenUon will enter Into force, in 
accordance with Article 51. 
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Article 53 

The original of the present Convention, of which the Chinese, English, French, Russian 
and Spanish texts are equally authentic, shall be deposited with the Secretary-General 
of the United Nations, who shall send certified copies thereof to all States belonging to 
any of the four categories mentioned in Article 48. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned Plenipotentiaries, being duly authorized 
thereto by their respective Governments, have signed the present Convention. 

DONE at Vienna, this eighteenth day of April one thousand nine hundred and sixty-one. 


This site is produced and maintained by the U.S. Department of State's Office of International Information 
Programs fusinfo.state.qov) . Links to other Internet sites should not be construed as an endorsement of the views 
contained therein. 


batfe totgpil 

IIP Home 1 Index to This Site j Webmaster | Search Ttife Site | Archives | U.S. Department of State 


http://usinfo.state.gov/topical/pol/terror/vienna61.htm 


10/22/2002 




1442 


MeriioraiKium t 



Subject 

I^te 

Dutton & Dutton, P.c. 

November 12, 1982 

Registration No. 2591 

/ 

Section 5 Inspection 





Eileen M. Lucas Terry J. Andolshek 

Registration Unit Auditor ^ 

Registration Unit 


Introduction 

As a supplement to the inspection report, this memorandum 

audit report of the captioned subject's compliance 
With financial reporting requirements of the Foreign Agents Regis- 
tration Act. 


Scope of Audit 

The writer has reviewed the financial books and records of 
t]^ regi strant related to the foreign principals for the period 
of d-une, 1975 through December, 1981. The review was conducted 
in _ accordance with certain generally accepted auditing standards 
and, accotdingly, included such tests of the accounting records 
and other auditing procedures as were considered necessary in the 
oircumstances . 


Opinion 

In the writer ^s opinion, except for the inadequate disclosure 
of entertainment- disbursements as discussed in the notes to 
financial records, the registrant’s disclosure in items 11, 14 and 
15 of its supplemental statements presents in reasonable detail the 
.receipts and disbursements related to the foreign principal. 

Notes to Financial Records 

Although the entertainment disbursements were presented in 
reasonable detail as far as amounts are concerned, the disclosure 
as to the purpose of certain disbursements was inadequate. 

S^pecif ically, the registrant failed' to report several parties • 
held in honor of the foreign principal which were attended by 
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among others. Members of Congress the Executive 
Branch of the U- S . Government and the press . The dates 
of the parties and guest lists are shown on Exhibits A-J 
The index for exhibits is shown below. 

Recommendation 

®® 9 tstrant should be required to amend its response to 
Item 15(a) to disclose the purpose of the entertainment 
disbursements as shown on Exhibits A-J. 

Exhibit Index re : Reporting Period 

A - 6/12/75 

' B - 12/12/75 

C - 12/12/76 

D - 6/12/77 

E - 6/12/78 

P - 6/12/79 

G - 12/12/79 

H - 6/12/80 

I - 12/12/80 

J - 6/12/81 
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Dutton & Dutton, P.C., #2591 
Amendments Requested of . Item 9<a) of 
Initial Registration Statement Filed June 12, 1975 
(To Disclose Purpose of Entertainment Disbursements) 

I. Date : April 9, 1975 

Purpose : Party in Honor of Farouk Akhdar, Deputy Minister 

of Central Planning for Saudi Arabia 

Guests : Farouk Akhdar 

M/M Hassan Yassin 
James Abouresk 
M/M Carl Marcy 

II. Date : April 16, 1975 

Purpose : Party in Honor of Sheik Ahmed Zaki Yamani, Oil 
Minister of Saudi. Arabia 

Guests : Sheik Yamani 

Ibrahim Obaid 
M/M Hassan. Yassin 
M/M Ernest Rollings 
M/M John Culver 
George McGovern 
M/M Henry Reuss 
Eugene Burdick . 

Patrick Caddell 
Barbara Gamarekian 
M/M John E. Corette 
John Brademas 
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Amendments Requested of Item 15(a) of 
Supplemental Statement For thie Period Ending December 12, 1975 

I. Date ; October 4, 1975 

Purpose ; Party in Honor of Farouk Akhdar, Deputy Minister of 
Planning for Saudi Arabia 

Guests ; Farouk Akhdar 

His two brothers-in-law. 

M/M George Clifford 
Martin Nolan 
M/M William Broom 
Margo Dienen 
Barbara Gamarekian 

November 15, 1975 

Purpose ; Party in Honor of Saudi Arabian Ambassador to the 
U.S. and Mrs. Alireza 

Guests ; Ambassador and Mrs. Ali Alireza 
M/M Philip Geyelin 
M/M Roger Mudd 
M/M Douglas Kiker 
M/M George Will 
M/M Paul Warnecke 
M/M Winston Lord 
M/M Hassan Yassin 
Monica Edwards 
Mrs. Robert Kennedy 

III. Date : December 9, 1975 

Purpose ; Party in Honor of Saudi Arabian Ambassador to the 
U.S. and Mrs. Alireza 

Guests ; Ambassador and Mrs. Alireza (were unable to attend) 
Monica Edwards 
Stuart Symington 
M/M Rowland Evans 
M/M Gary Hart 
J. William Fulbright 
M/M Hayes Gorey 
Prank Jungers 
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Amendments Requested of. Item 15 <a) of 

Supplemental .Statement for tlie Period Ending December 12, 1976 

I. Date : October 27, 1976 

Purpose : Party in Honor of HRH Prince Turki al Faisel and 

Princess Nauf , HRH Prince Khalid al Faisel and 
Princess Al Anare — The- Chief of Saudi Intelligence 
and the Governor of the Assir respectively , 

Guests : Prince Turki and Princess Hauf 

Prince Khalid and Princess Al Anare 
Ambassador and 13rs* Alireza . 

Monica Edwards 
Said Badib 
Margaret Osmer 
M/M James Abouresk • 

M/M William Fulbfight 
M/M Donald Oberdorfer 
Christopher Dutton 
Nancy Turk 
M/M Dean Brovm 
Prince Khalid aide 
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Amendments Requested of Item 15 (a) of 
Supplemental Statement Filed for the Period Ending June i2, .1977 

C.iC'.. Date : December 16, 1976 

Purpose : Party in Honor of the Saudi. Arabian Ambassador to 

the U,S. and Mrs. Alireza 

Guests r Ambassador and Mrs. Alireza 
Monica Edwards 
M/M Richard Harwood 
m/m: J ames Abouresk 
Alireza' s sister 

Date : March 14, 1977 

Purpose : Party in Honor of Sheik Abdullah Masery, Chief 

Archeologist of Saudi Arabia, Deputy Minister of 
Education 

Guests : Abdullah Masery 
Conrad Cafritz 
Peggy Cooper 
M/M William Greider 
Carrie Johnson 
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Amendments Requested of Item 15(a) of 
Supplemental Statement riled for the Period Ending June 12, 1978 

I- Date : February 22, 1978 

Purpose : Party in Honor of H,E. Dr, Ghazi A1 Gosaibi, Minister 
of Industries and the. Electricity of Saudi Arabia 

Guests : H.E. Ghazi and Mrs. A1 Gosaibi 
M/M Frank Ikard 
M/M Richard Harwood 
Ambassador and Mrs. Alireza 
Daniel Callahan 
Shaik Sharif 
Christopher Dodd 
Morris Draper 
Roberta Hornig 
Leo Ryan and daughter 
M/M Clifford Alexander 
M/M Sander Vanocur 
Shaik Abdul-Aziz A1 Turki. 

M/M John , Culver 
.Ralph Nader 
M/M Leo Daly 
Sheikh A1 Zamel 
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Amendments Requested for Item 15 (a) of 

Supplemental Statement Filed for the Period Ending June 12, 1979 

I. Date : April 9, 1979 

Purpose ; Farewell party in, Honor of Hugette Alireza, outgoing 
wife of Saudi Ambassador 

Guests ; Hugette Alireza Betty Fulbright 

. Monica Edwards 
Betty Beale 
Joanne Herring 
Gretchen Gorog 
Ann Duncan 
Stacy Dutton 
Antoinette Hatfield 
Betty Hart 
Dorothy Cox 
Jayne Ikard 
'Wedah Salah 
May Kabbani 


II* Date ; April 20, 1979 

Purpose ; Party in Honor of Major Bandar bin Sultan and Haifa 

Guests : Bandar bin Sultan and Haifa bin ;Faisal 
Col. Moumina & wife 
Col. Madi & wife 
Barry Wiksten & guest 
Patrick Caddell S Debbie French 
M/M Jerry Rafshoon 
Jerry Wilson 
M/M Rowland Evans' 

General and Mrs. Ernest Graves 

M/M Herman Kempster 

M/M David McGiffert 

M/M Lemar Hunt 

M/M Robert Herring 

Jospeh Albright 

Morris Draper 

Roberta Hornig 

M/M Richard Hairwood 

Judy Miller 

Steven Ratner 

M/M Thomas Eagleton 

William Quandt 

M/M Hassan Yassin 
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Date ; May 4, 1979 

Purpose ; Party in Honor of Abdullah al Saud, Ministry of 
Central Planning 

Guests ; Abdullah al Saud 
Nancy Collins 
Mrs. Leo -Daly 
Connie Gallagher & guest 
M/M Leamon Hunt 
Bob Lebling & guest 
M/M Jim Cannan 
M/M Roger Merrick 
M/M Jules Katz 
M/M David Taylor 
Judy Miller 
M/M James Knight 
J.P. Smith and Regina Praind 
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Amendments Requested of Item 15 (a) of 
Supplemental Statement Filed for the Period Ending December 12, 19T? 


I. Date ; -July 28, 1979 

Purpose : In Honor of H.E, Dr. Ghazi Algosaibi and Mrs. Algosaibi 

Minister of Industries and Electricity of Saudi Arabia. 

Guests : Dr. and Mrs. Algosaibi 

M/M Mahsoon Jalal 
M/M Arthur House 
M/M Joseph Albright 
M/M Roger Mudd 
Eugene McCarthy 
Marya McLaughlin 
Patrick Caddell 


II. Date : September 29, 1979 

Purpose ; In Honor of Major Bandar bin Sultan 

Guests ; Bandar bin Sultan 
Cassie Mackin 
M/M Chistopher Ogden 
J.P. Smith/Regina Fraind 
M/M Walter Taylor 

fll. Date ; November 7, 1979 

Purpose ; In Honor of new Saudi Ambassador to the U.S. H.E. Faisal 
and Mme Alhegelan 

Guests : • Ambassador and Mrs. Alhegelan 
M/M Howard Metzenbaum 
M/M Lloyd Cutler 
M/M William Miller 
M/M Clifford Alexander 
M/M Lloyd Bentsen 
M/M John Culver 
George McGovern 
M/M Richard Stone 
M/M James Exon 
M/M Charles Duncan 
Richard Moore 
Patrick Caddell 
M/M Frank Carlucci 
Morris Draper 
Robert Hunter 
Kit Dobelle 
M/M Murray Gart 
M/M Joseph Kraft 
M/M Carl Rowan 
M/M Hedrick Smith 
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M/M Christopher Ogden 
Richard Valerani 

Jim Hoagland and Elizabeth Becker 
Donald Ofaerdorfer 
-M/M Bernard Gwertzman' 

M/M Hernry' Bradsher 

Roberta Hornig 

Betty Beale/George Graebner 

Joseph Sisco 

Wallace MacDonald 

Mr. Tarazi 

John Brademas 

Clement Zablocki 
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Amendments Requested of Item 15(a) of 
Supplemental Statement Filed for the Period Ending June 12, 1980 

Pate r March 27, 1980 

Purpose : In Honor of Major Bandar bin Sultan 

, Guests : Bandar bin Sultan 

M/M Murray Gart 
Leslie Stahl 
Bob Woodward 
Patrick Caddell 


II- Pate r: May 28, 1980 

Purpose : In Honor of HRH Prince Bandar -bin Sultan 

Guests : Prince Bandar 

General and Mrs. David Jones 

M/M Lloyd Cutler 

M/M Gerald Rafshoon 

Steven Roberts 

M/M Cliristopher Ogden 

Patricsk Caddeil/S.torey. Shem 

Douglas. Kiker 

M/M Lloyd Bentsen 

Bob Woodward 

M/M Richard Cohen. 

Mrs, Peter Jay 

Edmund G. Brown 

Marcift. Binns 

M/M Robert Ajemian 

M/M Arthur House 

M/M Robert Pierpont 

M/M Frank Carlucci 

Richard Erb/Joanna Shelton 

M/M Chester A. Carter 

Dr./M William Cooper 

Mrs. Daniel Kolb. 

M/M James "Doyle 

Col/M Robert Lilac 

Prince Mohammad bin Nounf 

Nancy Collins 

M/M Casmir Yost 

Marianne Means/Warren Weaver 

David Long 

M/M Ken Bacon 

David' McGiffert 

Don Sutherland 

Mrs. Terrence Smith 

M/M Norman Kempster 
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Abram Chayes 
ChuChu Djani 
Jill Shuker 
Joe Amperson 
-John Ash 
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Amendments Requested of Items 15 (a) of 
Supplemental Statement Filed for the Period Ending December 12, 1980 


Date ; August 2, 1980 

Purpose : In Honor of Faisal Bashir. 

Deputy Minister of Central Planning 

Guests ; Faisal Bashir 

Strobe Talbot/Brooke Shearer 
Steven Rattner 
M/M Arthur House. 

• The Duttons 

(Part of this guest list misplaced - 16 people total) 

II. Date ; November 3, 1980 

Purpose ; In Honor of HRH Prince Abdullah al Saud 
Royal Commission on Planning 

Guests : Prince Abdullah 

M/M Sander Vanocur 

Mrs . Leo Daly 

M/M Christopher Ogden 
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Amendment Requested of Item 15(a) of 
Supplemental Statement Filed for the Period Ending June 12 , 1981 


Date ; May 29, 1981 

Purpose : Dinner for Prince 3?urki bin Faisal, Saudi Arabia 

Chief of Intelligence 

Guests : Prince Turki bin Faisal 
Shaish Ahmad Badeeb 
Shaish Khadil 
Sander Vanocur. ABC 
Carl Bernstein - ABC 
Margaret Jay - NPR 
Robert Purpoint - CBS 
Terrance Smith- N.Y. Times 
Dan Sutherland - Christain Science Monitor 
Richard Cohen & son - Washington Post 
Henry Bradson - Washington Star 
Nicholas Flumesch - Los Angeles Times 
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iio-Hari -f- SStH-bxs, P.c . 
^rn^ly- A*J«riet (g. JJu'Hli.y 


-•-Vortii'.f, ryctod covare.d by inspectio-a: 

From to 

Jr'.c-a in.; ' ovi commersoecT- 





thi'i sxibzi-ltt&d 


: check bcj^vas for each type 
of deficiency 


(a) faiiitrc to maintain . required ' 

bocks and records 

(b) 'fll5.-:v^ false, misleading, or 

-inadaquate fitiaiicial Infoma- 
• tion ' 

(c) fail-.ive to file discssiinaticn 
' . rotorts for propaganda : 

^^^auefial • 

(cl) Co label propaganda 

T.'^aterial -p 

(r) false'., ' misleading Q r!’''inadc-.qaa^ 
. - .., reporting of activities 

.(f) failure -to file required shore' 
form statements 
(g) foiltire to file required- 
E?:hibivs ‘ 

(bv) f ’=:t to make disclosures .r.s 

required by Section 4(e) 

(i) des-:.-i-\otion or secreting of 
rc-.ords 

(3\, 0,-bor deficiencies (list'; - 




Time Spent in prepar^atio-.i_ 
Titaa Silent ;itt travel- . 
Tims Sjpent on inspec-tion 
Tima Spent- xTriting rep-iTt 
Total ttee charged to the 
oiamlnetion. and report 


Recommended action: 

None 

Send deficiency latter- 
Further ajtamlnatl.on for 
possible e.iforceiaant 

action. - - , - 

Appropriate anforceita-Cvt 

action 

Other (describe balow'i . , 


Date reviet'sed and approved 


Xj 




By* th-«.ef of Deputy Cbic.'^ 


2^0., hi) be av? KXs-'iUirAvTOk Cirr;?; 

is -a cq;'..:Er;r kc-MOkA-.-u..,; 
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Continued from Page 1 


and had adevastating impact on the Arab and 
Islamic World. “Unfortunately, the attack on 
the Holy Kaaba, which the Kingdom had 
succeeded in foiling in two weeks, was insti- 
gated (hrbugh sources and references reprc- 
sentihg the Movement in Kuwait,” he added. 

PriitM-Naj^f, who stresses that there ar^ 
no sleeping al-Qaeda cells in S^di Ar^ta, 
does not l^ieve al-Qaeda Chief Osama bin 
Laden and his organisation were behind the 
Sept 11,2001 attacks inthe United States.“I 
presume there is a link between Isradi inteL 
.ligence and terrorist organisations to attack 
Muslims through Islam and Palestine,” he 
added. 

He said: “I assume some teirorist organi- 
sations have contacts with foreign intelli- 
‘gence opdating' against Arabs and Muslims,, 
particularly Israeli intelligence. Do you want 
me to believe tiiat 19 youth including 17 
Saudis were able to carry out the Sept 11 
attack and that bin Laden or al-Qaeda organ- 
isation were to do that on their own. I find 



' Question: Vour RoyalTliighness Prince 
Nayef bin AbdulAziz when you paid a visit 
to the Authority in charge of promoting good 
deeds, what was your ii^ression and what 
was the outcome of the visit? 

Ansvrer; During the visit we held a meet- 
ing’ with Mufti Sheikh AbdulAziz bin 
Ibrahim, Chairman of Senior Scholars 
Commission, die Chancellor of the Supreme 
Judicial Council Sheikh Saleh Al-Lunaidan 
and several other officials and clerics. 

Since this' Auflioricy is directly dealing 
with’ the public in ^eral, we at the Ministry 
of Interior must help them and eventually 
facilitate their activities'. The dialogue was 
open and did not take any official line. It was 
rather natural and normal. 

The Authority is known to be in charge of 
promoting ga<^ deeds and not representing a 
repressive system, but rather was a part ^ 
parcel of (he state machineiy abiding by the 
couno^’s public order,. > 
r This Authority was established by the late 
JCing AbdulAziz (may God rest his soul in 
ipeace) in accordance with the provisions of 
the Holy Quran. Likewise, all officials in this 
Authori^ are ai.inte^al part of the state and 
work according to instructions issued by var- 
ious ’authorities in the country. 

■We wo’uld like to say the meeting was 
fruitful; During the meeting we discussed the 
organisational aspects of the Authority and 
its requirements of distinguished scholars 
capable of keeping intact religious proce- 
dures. 


• In this 'context statistics show most of the 
AiithtSfity’s deeds were free of mistakes. But 
anfortunately, the negative pdints'Came to 
theiforefronL • 


Diuiag the meeting, the Mufti highlighted 
the Ai^oii^’s diarter and duties. He also 
called (HI Che pteadiers to show tolerance in 
guiding the poblto. The preachers' commit- 
ment to the Mufti’s instructions in thk con- 
nection he^ed siomouiit die amative aspects 
given the &ct promotion of the goal deeds 
fell withui die hide’s pritic^les. 

As such the state had e^ablished the 
jAuthoriQr to promote good deeds and its staff 
memb^ oijoyed a sufficient religious cul- 
ture.'based (mi the Ihily Quran and tpaebingg 
of F^pbet Mcdiammed 

Q: Do I undeistiuid that you require the 
AuAcHiQr not to iranasfonh into a repressive 
organisation or a riiadcm govmunent as may 
be perceived in some countries of the region. 

A: No... no I dtui’t want them to.be trans- 
formed into arefuessive boefy. Any mistakes 
Of violations attributed to the Aut^riQ' men 
will undemune their image, particularly 
since these men are dealing Erectly with the 
pec^le and discuss with them some sensitive 
and personal issues. Moreover, the mistakes 
and violations could be blown out of {U'opor- 
tion. 

During my meeting with the Audiori^ 
officials we. had agreed up<Mi the establish- 
ment oi an institute to train Che Authority’s 
staff members, and also that no one would be 
allotved to join the Authority widiout taking 
part ilk the prescribed tra ining course: 

Q: Some people have branded (he Saudi 
AuthcHrity in charge of promoting good 
deeds, as well as its couMcqiaits in other 
GCC countries, as shadow governments. 

A. This logic is definitely incorrect. But let 
me point out (he staff members of these 
authorities dealt directly with sensitive pub- 
lic issues and several observations were 
recorded over the activities of these authori- 
ties. 

: However, employees of the Authority are 
an integral part of the state b-ody and any 
mistake perpetrated by tiiem will be recorded 
against the state and any good deed practised 
by them will be in favour of the state. 

Q: It has been said the Saudi Autbcuity.in 
charge of promoting good deeds does hot 
enjoy freedont 

A: The freedom does not exist, rimply 
because (he Authority is pait -aod parcel of 
the state body and all its employees, includ- 
ing (he ebaiman, bis deputy and the other 
senior aides are official employees. 

In this context, I would like to point out 
none of the AuAorily’s field officers ;are' 
allowed to ‘raid’ any house unless a warrant 
to (his effect has been issued by the Amir of 
the relevant province. 

Likewise, the officers are not allowed to 
punish anyone except through the state’s 
concerned institutions given the fact we are 
an Islanuc counoy not secular. 

Q: During my visits to other GCC coun- 
tries, I heard interior ministers of membets 
states saying the security situation in tiieir 
countries was good but (hey were conconed 
about the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia especial- 
ly, since al-Qaeda sleeper cells existed in the 
I would lite to hear ffom ymi on 

our brethren in odier GCC 
oOjm&es-^mipi^era <rf interior — lor their 
^^^^iqnfv^^cyiiational securi^. This 
haveu'sei^’^-.spc^ty. But in 
Ifi&^^i^nectibn, sleeper 

cefls also exist in th^otWOGe'coijn&res. . 


However, to brand al-Qaeda members as , 
sleeper, cells . is an exaggeration, ;bK3irie iii 
ourfGommumty and.lifce. in,.anyjother com- 
munity around the globe, tiiere are' people 
who may be having specific tendencies and 
we are dealing with these people as misguid- 
. |d. persons and work to lead 
;path.,'.i;'., 

meantime, we wdulcUEke 
groups in the Kiii^pm^'^ ’ 
ia«matOS,e.existq^*thCT%i , 

For example people tailed a 

ig hdi ■ ■■ "■ 

erings in die Ungdom are forbidden, but if at 
all this happened, it happened in the frame- 
work of the country’s G^erings Law and 
aimed at giving counsel to officials or for the 
purpose of consultation. 

An American journalist once published a 
story saying Iran had extradited to the 
Kingdom 160 persons although flie actual 
figure was 16. The journalist did not give any 
justification for inflating the figure. Tlus 
journalist had repotted something which had 
nothing to do witii the facts on the extradition 
of the relevant people. Needless to say the 
journalist intended to publish incorrect infor- 
mation. However, our doors will remain 
open for the mediamen from any country to 
familiarize themselves directly with the situ- 
ation in the Kingdom. 

Once.a UN envoy, a Sri Lankan national, 
responsible for following tip the judicial 
• cases visited the Kingdom, interviewed all ' 
concerned officials and familiarized himself 
with the Saudi judicial and investigation sys- 
tem. Likewise, .we discussed, with him sever- 
al issues because on the internal front,- we 
have nothing to hide. 

. The hostile campaign waged against us by 

the American m^a and aotite Buiopean 
newspapers particularly the ..-UK, will not. 
frighten us, but needless to say the campaign 
was disturbing Co us because it’ was.uiyusti- 
fied. and does not serve the' interests of ’any 
party, . 

..However, we had reMatedly addressed- 
these people to tell them-their stance towards’ 
the Arab world, in general and the Palestinian 
cause in particular hadTransfomed the 
world into haters of the West! - 
'So what shall I tell them td ameliorate 
theif iniagft.beforfe the Arab people..but.noi 
before the Arab' governments, to the mean-, 
time, I would like to tell them ‘you noither- 
pay concern to the Arab govenunents nor its 
people.’, The recent Western campaign to 
brand Saudi nationals as teirorists and inter- 
vention to the school curriculums of Arab 
countries including the textbooks related to 
Islamic Sharia only helped to aggravate the 
situation ^d increased the Arab -people’s 
hatred towards America, although to general 
the American people are not guilty and are 
good. 

Meanwhile, the relationship between the 
Saudi government and the American admin- 
istration is obviously strong, especially since 
the Americans have repeatedly confirmed the 
strength of the ties which were established 
during the reign of the late King AbdulAziz 
and the administration of the late American 
president Franklin D. Roosevelt. This rela- 
tionship will remain strong in spite of the 
Zionist media campaig n. ^ 
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The Jews have exploited the Sept 11 
events to undermine the image of Arabs 
before the American people to instigate tlie 
latter against the Arabs and Muslims. TheJ 
question is: Who perpetrated the Sept lu 

( events and who were the beneficiaries? | 

think the .lews themselves. ^ 

" Some 'pEupL Llanu tlio Saudi JSI Isare 
‘fuU.’ 

. . A, Yes, there are jails as long as there are 
ordinary crinunals and crimes such as theft 
and drug smuggling but in this context, I 
would like to point out the jails they are talk- 
ing about (jails holding political prisoners) 
do not exist in the ^gdora. 

Let me tell you, when we waged a cam- 
paign against tetrorism, we detained about 
600 persons including &ose who were held 
for inteiTOgution and their number did not 
exc^ 100. These people, however, either 
undertook not to be mvolved in any illegal 
activity and regretted their behaviojir or were 
feferr^to judicial authority. 

'In tight of the above, Saudi jails do not 
hold art ‘anny’ of political prisoners. But 
unfortunately some media circles have been 
pubiishing incorrect information without 
verif^ng the facts. ; Given sirch an atmos- • 
ph^, the historic and strong leadership is 
cabbie of proving its steadfashiess Md con- 
fronfing these lies; . 

Q:,You,are in favour of an agreanent to 
fi^tleribrism. Earfier you had a feeling that 
s'pmething was going tohapperi. Cooperafiori. •, 
is-see'n .pnthe'Arab front, do .^u think- this 
cooperation has failed to put a slop to teiroi- 
ist/attaeksl. 

At Thank- you fbf this question. Actudly' 
the agfeement was si^ed at the Arab League 
meetiDg.by Arab Interior Ministers in 1998. ^ 
We studied the agreement thoroughly before' 
signing.it, but it was not implement^ in *e 
mmmer.it shortid have been, simply because 
the 'media failed to explain to the Arab citi- 
zens the .infbrmatioa and awareness cam- 
paigns for them to understand and interact. 

Kone of this happened and none of the 
Arab interior or justice ministers explained 
the same to &«r people. Once I was follow- 
ing an interview, of Qatar’s former minister 
of justice on alvJazeera satellite channel and 
he said, "the a^ementwas meant to protect 
leaders, kings arid presidents.” 

Du ring file awareness apd follow-up com- 
mittee meet^[lg, We'' agaiii. suggested that 
information ministers meet with interior 
.nunisters, prior to the Sept II. incidents, 
'.bwause^en^- i^rabia was a^ady a viedt® of 
..t^ inajof tetfonk'att^ks, aC' AI-^hobar and. 

•Al'Pnaiah. ■■ We '.al^'o. ‘'hdew about • 

‘movisments’ in Afghanistan, -Sudan and 
other countries. 

Algeria, Tbnis, Egypt and some of the 
S^p^fetes suffered too and the Kingdom of 
;&lg^^abia emected these countries to 
in file fight against terrorism after 
security pact. Now I can say we 
advanced security cooperation with 
■^^Jt^Jordan and of late with the Sudan. We 
tying to promote more cooperation 
GCC states. 

,ftj'^H 6 ^&formation media as a tool has a vital 
fble to spread awareness to protect the youth 
from falling prey to terrorism and to protect 
the reputation of your beliefs and religion 
from being defamed by suspected people. 

1 v^ much suspect terror organizations 
have ties with foreign intelligence agencies 
who work against the interests of Arabs and 
Muslims to hurt us through our beliefs and 
file Palestinian cause, and one such unit is the 



Israeli inlellig^ice agentty. They want us to 
bdieve 19 young men, 17 of them Saudis 
woe able to mtecute this operation (S^t 1 1 
attach) and that bin Laden and/tH^ ^-Qaeda 
organization did this alone. In^ssiblel I 
don’t believe it. 

I have been a securityman for over 30 
years and my experience tells me persons 
who carried out this attack are extraordinary 
people who executed the plan with precision 
and exploded themselves in midair. 
Although, these acts ^ against the teachings 
of Islam, it turned the tide against worid 
Muslims, at a lime when Islam should have 
been introduced as a religion of love, peace 
and -security to promote harmony between 
n 0 ons. 

Recently we arrested some people and 
they were leg^Iy convicted, one of them was 
‘killed' and four were executed on the same 
day. The Kiogxlid not.«^d^.theit execufion . 
but the court ' 00.1116 rejMB^l.the 

nation and . 

The verdict I3 jiidges^ -^ tlife^ : 

affiliated to-mjjiCbtiil of F^fTto^^ce. five’? ; 
to the Cou^y^/iTassationvM^-i'&yr^.tOjfhe/j.. 
Supreme PWJig^nt Judf^ 'Coimhifee.'. 'r'. 
.They all rept^^t the consdence.of the 
nation. ^ 

of this 

A: Moderate !a .aT^iimale term. isVaro. . 
does not preach funifaftibntalisin because' 
being open and soft is not accepuble in 
man’s dealings. The concept of Islam as a 
moderate religion is a legitimate concept.. 
Islam taught us how to deal with ourtelves ’ 
and ofiieis and nothing is more impoftant 
than freedom and dignity of a human bdng. 

We are in need of scientists who can 
explain some facts of this great'religion not 
onlyforDsMusIimsbutalsotolfiieiestofthe ' 
world to enabk them to sense the purity of 
!hb great religion. 

Q; Let me ask you about the peculiarity of 
Saudi Arabia, does it irritate, your allies? 

A: We share our life wifiL,them, this is our 
nature, it has not changed ^tee the late King 
AbdulAziz (may God bless his soul) unified 


this country and accordingly we dealt with 
all nations of the world. The Soviet Union 
was the first to approve of the Kingdom and 
our relations remained intact until the dawn 
of Communism. We have old ties with 
America, China, Britain and France, and, we 
alsd have open relations with almost all the 
European countries. Our relations with these 
countries are political and economical, based 
mainly on mutual respect and we are not 
aware if these ‘special’ ties bother anyone. 

,Q: AH Saudi officials confirm the 
Americans have not asked for a change in 
school curricula? 

A; We haven’t beard any American offi- 
cial speaking in this regard, but this assump- 
tion was given by the media, but no one told 
us to change our curricula. 

Q; What is your opinion about the curric- 
ula? 

A: Our curricula is fine.and a bt of scien- 
tific advances have taken place. Islamic- 
wise, high school students ^re required to 
• know Islam, to toow, a^tjhjdal .& haram 
Crigbt & wrong),' to -repay their 'parents an 4 
how to deal with p^ple. .They canpq't be 
Judges or preachmi .biit-'oan enroll .i|i.^t^ial- .. 
ized collies if they' A^t to ipr 6 fti>te'‘their- 
knowledge. Alsc)T.saw' a large numbdrdf stu- 
dents are majoriiig in Calculus- which I think 
is crowded ^ady . 

Due to changes in the world’s curricula 
which concentrates on undentanding rather 
than memorizing to help people manage their 
. lives with knowledge they have gained, vre 
- must carefully ascertain the teachings do not 
' Cross the limits which may prove to be 
. unwise and not based on knowledge. 

, Qt You have been in Ministry of Interidr 
for more than 30 years, do ypu remember 
'.once that Saudi securitymen used violence 
against the people? 

A:The ministry has not used violence but 
took firm measures to prevent incidents from 
happening. The worst thing that happened 
during my time was aggression against the 
holy places (A1 Haram) which ended in two 
weeks’ time. 

The aggressors intended to attack Al 
Haram but they did not succeed. Regretfully 
tile aggressors were Kuwait-based. Some-'of 
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them were affiliated to Muslim Brotherhood 
others to Tableegh Group, but all our prob- 
lems came from Muslim Brotherhood, I say 
this as a responsible man. 

Muslim Brotherhood members fled to 
Saudi Arabia after their countnes began per- 
seciuing them. Saudi Arabia gave them a 
safe ha^^a and allowed them to live in digni- 
ty and have a decent living. A few years later 
^ cduhtry even gave them jobs and offered 
.them means to promote themselves to earn a 
liviiigtCSome of them became teachers in 
sc hools and universiQ' doors were opened for 

MiEIST 


‘Brothers’ betray ... 


Continued from Page 3 

them. But they didn’t forget their old beliefs 
and began recruiting people and establishing 
movements against the Kingdom. They 
harmed the country which offered them help 
and if they have something to say against the 
Kingdom, let them do so but not inside the 
Kingdom. 

I remember when one of the wdl-known 
Brotherhood members — who was natural- 
ized and lived in the Kingdom for 40 years — 
was asked who is your icon? He said Hasan 
AI.Banna. This means the man is still loyal to 
his old beliefs, the ideas of Muslim 
Brotherhood which have harmed die Arab ; 
world. 

Frankly speaking, the Muslim Brotherhood | 
has caused Saudi Arabia a great deal of pain. : 
Fcff instance Hasan A1 Tbrabi lived in the i 
kingdom, taught at the King AhdulAziz | 
University and 1 considered him a hiend. He : 
used to visit me, but when he attained power , 
he turned against the Kingdom. Once a Saudi j 
delegation went to Sudan to deliver to Ai | 
Tuidi an oiiport wtdeh was funded by the | 
Kingdem, and the man did not ev«i say. | 
‘Thank youo’ Muslim Brotheriiood is the tea- i 
son behind all the troubles in the Arab world ' ! 
.and maybe the entire Islamic world. 

Q: Is it the fault of (he Kingdom that it is j 
not transparent with disputes? ! 

A: Not at all. When Kuwait was attacked | 
many scholars Including Abdul Rahman ' 
KhaUefa, Al-Ohanooshi, Turabi, Al-Zind^, 
Aibakar and others came to meet the King 
and the Chown Prince. ‘Do tou accept the 
Iraqi invasion of Kuwait? Is Kuwait threaten- 
ing Iraq?,’ we asked them. They simply said . 
they had come just to listen and hear the opin- 
ion. When they reached Iraq they surprised us 
by issuing a statement supporting the Iraqi 
invasion of Kuwait. Was it reasonable? Was 
invading another country, expelling its people 
and trying to wipe it out from the world map 
justifiable? 

After becoming the prime minister of 
Turkey Aiiiakan came to Saudi Arabia for the 
second time. I asked him, ‘Mr Prime 
Minister, you were supposed to support 
Kuwait and advise Saddam Hussein to with- 
draw from Kuwait.’ i believe you have come 
across so many things like this in Kuwait I 
hope the Muslim Brotherhood will realize 
tlieir mistake. There is no meaning in dealing 
with such people and I will not allow that 
while 1 am in power. Those who do not agree 
to the ideals of Brotherhood are being 
accused of being "kafir” (infidels). Those 
who want to climb a political ladder must use 
legitimate means and not by Uliiiig, desttuc- 
tioii or teiTorisiug people and slaughtering 
them like ^icep. The Almighty Allah and bis 
holy Prophet (PBUH) will not be pleased 
with this. 


Q: Your Higlmcss. is (be Kingdom devoid 
of the sleeping al Qaola cdls? 

A: There are no al-Qaeda cells in the 
fGngrkiin. If diae is something lUce that we 
ate aim and we follow up everydu^. We 
know our counuy and we are determined to 
streagthixi it ff someone is astr^ from wis- 
dom, leasoning and paffi of God, ‘hve are 
strof^ enougjt to talre. care of him- Islam has 
.asked us to iHing peace. si£^ and security 
and we sliould do it - ' 

’ Uri^^oStely, fliete ate.some youths who 
have bees brainwashed andslA facr fliey know 
very little. Tb^ cimm (o be the Muftis and 
Sheikhs of Islam and bdieve it is the only 
form of Islam and not wb^ has been pir^- 
gitfed by the Htoly ProjAet (PBUH). 

Q: Most people in the GCC states and 
Saudi Arabia ate compbioing the Kii^ repre- 
sents * nunoi% rafter than a majority. And 
Chat ftc state machiamy mdees a compromise 
wift ftem. but most of fte people ke^ silent 
and no one is thHC to defend them? 

A: Tbe natter is dilf^ent with iis. Imams 
(sumpn preadiers) ate slate employees in 
Saiufi AraUa. We have 50,000 mosques 
including fte mosques wfaeic tbe Friday 
prayera me bemg held. Do you think all 
50,000 Imams have the same kvetheaded- 
ness?- They must ^dc by orders of the 
hfinistiy of Islamic' Afftiits. Those who are 
not ccHnmkled to their duties but pmson the 
Runds of people mil be replaced. We cQ-exist 
with the reality of (nosperily and downfall. 
Islam has been misused by foteiga citdes for 
fteir vested iutetests. 

Q: It is said the teat secui^ is fte eco- ' 
nomic security. Being the Minister of Interior ; 
do you have any economic initiatives so as' ! 
not to face any security problems in future? 

A: Public security of the country means 
crime, killing and teirorism. Th«e are two ^ 
securities — loenial and economic security. If 
both are intact it will reflect on public securi- 

Economic development and mental devel- 
opment control fte security sj^m. Hoe 
inielieciuals have to work to achieve menu! 
security and economists have to wwk to 
acitieve economic security ^ we will help 
both of tbero. For economic developmeni tbe 
capital must flow in a secure environment and 
achieving stability and security is fte fint and 
foremost factor to achieve economic develop- 
imeiiti- 

1 Economic drive is witnessed in all com- 
i mercial activities; it is seen in shares, real 
! estate, investment and the entire matkN. 
Purchasing power is very good... domestic 
goods have reached up to 700 billion Saudi 
riyals and we ve looking forward u> bring 
^lU ecmioniic prosperity to the people. 
Again the economic securi^. mental security 
and prftlic securi^ have to play an important 
role; 

Q: Do you see privatization as fte segment 
of wealth distribution? 

A: It is not wealth distribution. But we 
hope all citizens will make use of this oppor- 
Uinity. Our aim is to provide jobs for all citi- 
zens. I am saying this because of my report- 
sibility as head of the manpower council. We 
have assured all citizens that "Saudization” is 
the state policy. To achieve thb. alt citizeos 
must woik hard and businessmen must help 
us fA this. More than seven million people 
work in Saudi Arabia. They work and get 
ftdr wages but they are a burden on state util- 
ities and in some cases they create security 
pioblons. On (he odiei hand, the hard curren- 
cy going out of fte country every year is esti- 
mated at betweeo 4B-50 billion Saudi riyds. 
Tins money could have gone to our dtizens if 
they were competoK, but competency is gov- 
erned by its own rules. 


Citizens must work hard, they must be obe- 
dient and abide by the working hours. Wc are 
establishing training centers and ask compa- 
: nies to appoint good candidates. There are 
i 1,000 Saudis working in Ai-Zamil Company 
airconditioning firm. The state has estab- 
Dshed social securities system but even with 
this there are needy people 
Q: How do you feel about the security 1 
measures compared with the past? 

At There is nofting to be concerned about. 

, Being responsible for security 1 am always 
alert. I cannot guarantee about the unexpect- 
ed events. I am part of this world and any- 
thing may befall me. The Sept 1 1 event was 
a bolt from the blue for the US. No one 
expected this in a country which possesses a 
state of the art security system. The only 
thing we can do is we should be alert always | 
and expect the worse. i 

Q: I have asked you and others ftis ques- i 
tion before. What is the secret behind the 
repeated talk about the conflict among the 
nilera in Saudi Arabia? 

A: I remember you asking me this ques- 
tioa In feet there is nothing like what you 
have said. I can tell you this is a political 
gaffe and has no end. This will exist in all 
media and even on the Internet Nonetheless, 

I have said fte continuation of the Saudi 
leadership is based on the teachings of the 
Holy Quran. “You obey Almighty Allah and 
his Messenger (Prophet) and fte rulers.” We 
are the soldiers of the Crown Prince and fte 
Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques. The 
Saudi leadership and his subordinates always 
uphold the idea of serving fte society in fte 
footsteps of our great father King Abdul 
Aziz. 

Let them say whatever they want we are 
not_ concerned and wc are not at ail affected 
by it. These people will be disappointed and 
their dream will not be fulfilled. We will 
always obey our ruler and serve our country. 

Q; Is there any security cooperation 
between the GCC countries at a level of sat- 
isfaction. or is it a mere exaggeration? 

A: There is cooperation, but it has not 
reached our ambitions. The GCC is very 
important and its link will create a strong 
economic and social base. Therefore security 
of. these countries is important and there 
should be more cooperation. 
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Issa Nakhleh LL.B. (London) 
Barrister at Law 
P.O. Box 608 
Grand Central Station 
New York NY 10163-0608 

Telephone; (914) 337-2476 
FAX: (914) 779-8686 


Oecember 9, 2002 


Hon. Dan Burton, MC 
Chainnan, Government Reform Committee 
2157 Rayburn Building 
US House of Representatives 
Washington DC 2001 5 

Dear Congressman Burton, 

I watched your meeting about Saudi Arabia and the custody issue on C-Span. The 
New York Post of December 6, 2002 states: Tor the past six months or so, Chalrmajj 
Dan Burton (R-Ind.) has doggedly pursued the Saudi royal femily and its closest ally - the 
State Department - to help ensure the safe retuni of abducted children to their left-behiod 
American parents.” 

It is reported that you took a Cpngressional delegation to Saudi Arabia to negotiate the 
return of Patricia Roush’s two daughters. 1 heard the flimsy statement of Patricia Roush in 
your Committee. 

I was surprised that members of your Committee were attacking Saudi Arabia and 
attacking Ambassador Adel A1 Jubeir, Advisor to the Saudi Arabian Crown Prince, who 
made a press conference to state that Saudi Arabia is a true ftiend and ally of the United 
States for the last 70 years. He stated that Saudi Arabia supports the United States in its 
war against terrorism. He stated that Saudi Arabia was the firrt covmtry in the world to 
Cgid Osama Bin Laden and was a victim of his tenoiism in Riyadh and ABdiobar. 

The hearing of your Conanittee is part of the vicious canqjaign which is being made 
against Saudi AtaMa. It is deplorable that the United States Congress should be used for 
this hate campaign agamst Saudi Arabia. You personally seem to be pro-lstael because 
you received $62,500 trom pro-Israel PACs. 

Your Committee ignores the rights of Saudi fathers to have custody of their daughters. 


EXHIBIT 
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wk) arc Saudi cifeeng, although they may jdso be U.S. citizens. AccotxJing to private 
Intematioiial Law, the Saudi Arabian hw governs their rigte. You also know that the 
ihnighters of Patricia Roudi were intcaviowed in London by a United States Consular 
Officer who took the girls’ statement with an open nncroplioBe in ffieioom wffile Saradi 
officials were ont^e the door. The two girls st^ed that they love their mother, but ffiey 
want to live in Saudi Arabia with Iheh fither. 

Your Committee issoad subpoenas to force the lawyers of tie Saadi Atabian Embassy 
to testify about their cominunications with the Embassy. Your Comnrittee should ask for 
the opinion of the U.S. Department of State about this matter, which will give yon the 
right position in accordance with Intonatjonal Law. Your requested Prof. Eileen Denza of 
the University College, London, to testify. She delivered a con&sed statement- 1 am a 
graduate of the Unheisity of London andl took, legal courses in the University College, 
London, between 1936-1 939, Your legal adwsois should advise you about the iuviolahjlity 
of diplomatic envoys wMch is respected by the courts and should be respected by 
Congress. 

It is disgraceful that the United States Congress is controlled try the Israeli lobby. It 
starts investigations against Saudi Arabia and other Arab countries. It adopts l^sfation 
and resolutions against the Arabs in fevor of LsracL The law passed by Congress to force 
the United States President to move the United States Embassy fromTelAvivto 
Jerusalem is iBegal It is contrary to eight resohilions of the United Nations Seenrity 
Council which decided that the occupation of Jerusalem by Israel is OlegaL But the United 
States Congress does not consider or support the prmc^les of International Law and 
Justice with regard to Israel, 

I hope that the Government Reform Committee will stop this hate campaign against 
Saudi Arabia, and, in a non-malioious manner, soberly investigate the inordinate influence 
of the Israeli lobby in the Legidative and Executive Branches of the U .S. GovenuiKat. 

RespectfoUy yours, 

Issa Nakhleh LL.B- (Lradogi,^ 

Banister at Law 

Legal Adviser to the Saudi Arabian Mission to the United Nations 
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United States Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 20520 

DEC - 4 2002 


Dear Mr, Chairman: 

This written statement, provided for the Committee's 
consideration in its December 4 hearing, entitled: "The 
Saudi Claim of Privilege: Must Saudi Lobbyists Comply with 
Subpoenas in the Committee's investigation of Child 
Abduction Cases," responds to your letter of December 3, 
2002, This statement reflects the State Department's 
views. It does not reflect the views of other concerned 
agencies and/or Departments. 

We understand that the Committee’s concerns about 
children wrongfully abducted to or retained in Saudi Arabia 
have led it to issue subpoenas to three firms that work 
under contract with the Embassy of Saudi Arabia and, 
further, that the Embassy has taken the position that the 
requested information and documents constitute embassy 
"archives” and "correspondence" which are accordingly 
protected by the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations- 

To our knowledge, your subpoenas constitute the first 
time a legislature in any country has attempted to conpel 
Che production of records from a contractor for an embassy 
in that country. Thus, your subpoenas have raised novel 
issues. In your letter to Secretary Powell of November 18, 
2002, you requested that the Department provide the 
Committee with responses to four questions regarding the 
Saudi claim that the documents are privileged. As we have 
previously explained, we are not in a position to present 
our views, I can, however, identify some issues your 
questions raise for the Department of State. 

The State Department believes strongly in the need for 
proper law enforcement in the United States, For example, 
we do not expect the Vienna Convention to protect U,S, 
citizens who are not attached to a foreign mission and who 
might be recruited by foreign missions here to 

The Honorable 

Dan Burton, Chairman, 

Committee on Government Reform, 

House of Representatives. 


i 
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undertake illegal activities such, as espionage. We also 
understand the need of the Congress and its committees to 
exercise its oversight role and conduct investigations. In 
analyzing the Convention's proper interpretation U.S. 
agencies would have to consider whether protection of 
information such as that sought by the Committee'’ s 
subpoenas would adversely affect u.s. law enforcement 
interests on the ability of Congress to carry out its 
legislative responsifailities- The converse is also true: 
U.S, agencies would have to consider whether a narrow view 
of the Convention might hamper the conduct of tr.S« foreign 
policy and other activities necessary to protect our 
national security overseas . 

The State Department contracts overseas with local 
nationals and personnel firms to fill some embassy 
positions. Unlike U.S. citizen etrployees sent overseas by 
the Department, local nationals ,do not generally have 
immunity from compulsory process, so they must appear in a 
court, or elsewhere if they receive a subpoena. While tl^se 
people do not generally have access to U.S. Government 
classified information, they do in a number of cases have 
access to nonpublic information. In a number of instances, 
the Department has assorted that the official information, 
in the possession of the local national is "archival" under 
-the Vienna Convention and thus inviolable. Our escperience 
has been that when local nationals decline to answer 
questions about their official activities on behalf of the 
U.S. Government, the examining law enforcement officer or 
other authority does not pircsue the issue. Were countries 
to take the view that local personnel working under 
contract with the U.S. Government could be compelled to 
release information otherwise protected as Embassy 
archives, we would object strongly. 

These concerns extend to situations involving outside 
contracting. For example, the Department uses outside 
contractors for embassy cohsCruction, In the latter use, 
cleared U.S. contractors and personnel build our embassies 
in sensitive posts working with information we provide 
them. To the best of our knowledge at present, there has 
never been a situation in which foreign authorities have 
pressed one of these contractors to produce such 
information- If that were to happen, we would want to 
argue that the information is protected under the Vienna 
Convention. We would also consider other possible 
privileges and protections, such as state secrets-, that 
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might apply to thase^ and othsar, sifaations. We would have 
greater difficulty, making this argument persuasively if, in 
the United States, the information of foreign einbassies 
given to contractors is subject to compulsory process and 
release. 

The protections of the Vienna Convention are written 
broadly. It is beyond debate that embassy information in 
the embassy is inviolable and imimane from process and that 
information in the hands of accredited diplomats and other 
embassy personnel is protected, tftider Article 24, Embassy 
archives are immune "wherever they may be" and "at any 
time." Uhder Article 27,: embassy official correspondence 
is "inviolable" and the state where the embassy is located 
must protect free communication of the embassy. We would 
want these provisions to be applied in a manner that allows 
our own embassies to fulfill their functions of 
representing the U.S. Government abroad without shielding 
improperly foreign governments' information about 
wrongdoing. 

The reach of the Vienna Convention in this area has 
rarely been tested in court. There is little reported 
practice. That may be because countries have not tested in 
a contentious setting the outer limits of the Convention by 
attempting to obtain information widely considered 
protected. The materials the Cotrenittee has assembled rely 
on one case, the decision of the United Kingdom's House of 
Lords in Shearson, I^ehman Brothers, Inc, v, Maclaine Watson 
& Co. < Ltd. In that case, the House of Lords concluded 
that information passed to third parties by the 
International Tin Council lost its inviolability. However, 
Lord Bridge's analysis noted the absence of "any 
relationship of lender and borrower, bailor and bailee or 
principal and agent . " 

YOU have also asked if the interpretation of the 
Vienna Convention favored by the Saudi Embassy would 
protect from disclosure documents related to a foreign 
embassy's employment of a U.S. citizen to harass and 
intimidate U.S. parents or to assist in terrorist funding. 
We would vigorously oppose such activities by foreign 
entiassies. While we agree that it is useful to determine 
the Convention's scope and the breadth of the Convention's 
protections, hypothetical questions of this nature are not 
necessarily the best way to do this. We are certainly not 
aware that the Committee's subpoenas to the Saudi 
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consultants in this case have any coixnactlon to terrorist 
financing. 

We appreciate the opportunity to bring these points to 
the committee' E attention and request that they be included 
in the record of the hearing. A witness could provide the 
Committee today with no further information than what is 
presented here. 


sincerely. 



Paul V. Kelly— — ' 
Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs 
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September 17, 2002 

The Honorable Colin Powell 
Secretary of State 
The State Department 
Washington. DC 

Dear Secretary Powell: 

I am writing to propose to yon the formation of a task force or ad hoc committee 
between our two governments to examine the possibility of reaching a bilateral protocol 
on the issue of child abduction. 

We believe that the bilateral protocol should seek to protect the interests of the children 
in question, and help bring families together. It should address the issue of visitation 
lights, and die responsibility of both governments to work within their respective legal 
systems to prevent the abduction of children. Or ideally, an international agreement 
could be feshioned that would address the broader interests of the children of broken 
marriages involving parents of mote than one natjonality. Such an agreement could also 
deal with custody rights by working to help bring together the families without resorting 
to differing legal systems. 

As you are aware, the issue of child abduction is a global one, and the cases involving 
the Kingdom represent less than one percent of all cases involving an American parent 
and a parent from another country. There are also a number of cases where phildren 
were abducted out of Saudi Arabia and brought to the U.S. against the wishes of their 
Saudi parent, and the orders of Saudi courts. I am enclosing a list of four urgent cases 
from a number of cases that we will convey to you later. 

Mr. Secretary, we strongly believe that the time has come to create a practical 
mechanism for dealing with this issue between our two countries, and we are ready to 
begin exploring possibilities with your government. In this context, I would appreciate 
hearing from you about any ideas you might have on the most appropriate manner to 
begin this process. 


With best regards. 



Saud Al-Faisal 
Minister of Foreign Affairs 
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SuMMAmts OF Cases Relating to Saudi Oti2^n’s of American ^1oT3^ ers 

1 . Yasrnin Khalid Al-Shalbub 

Khalid Abdul-Aziz A1-Sha3hub daugbtcsr Vasmmis believed id have been abducicd 
by her American mother End left the Ss^di /U'abia through diplomatic assistance on a 
U.S. military sircTafiL All diplomatic and legal channels have been ejAausted to 
return Vasmin to her father jn the Kingdom, or to work out visitation rights. 

2 . Sami Jalal h^oghrab & Yasmtn Jalal Moghrab 

Jalal All Moghrab’s two children were abducted by their American iijothcsrio an 
\3ndiselosed desiinadon. It was discovered later that the children were at the U.S. 
consulate in Jeddah prior to their departure lo.the United States. It it believed the 
children have been tiansferrcd to the United States. 

3. AbduJ-AaazNaser Alhjumedi’s case of his three abducted children by thehr American 
mother is cun-catly a U.S. coun. The mother has refusal to allow the father visitation 
rights in the U.S. 

4. KhaJid Saad Al-Sbabrami 

Saad Fahad Al-Shabrami's ex-wife, Jetaiifer, won a court order aUowing her to meet 
with her son Kbalid, Although the father has no objection to the visitation, he wj^cs 
that the meeting take place under the supervision of the concerned Saudi avrthorities, 
fearing abduction by the mother. 



THE SAUDI CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE: MUST 
SAUDI LOBBYISTS COMPLY WITH SUBPOE- 
NAS IN THE COMMITTEE’S INVESTIGATION 
OF CHILD ABDUCTION CASES? 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 11, 2002 

House of Representatives, 
Committee on Government Reform, 

Washington, DC. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:15 a.m., in room 
2154, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Dan Burton (chairman 
of the committee) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Burton, Weldon, Duncan, Ballenger, 
Norton and Cummings. 

Staff present: James C. Wilson, chief counsel; David A. Kass, 
deputy chief counsel; Jason Foster, counsel; Caroline Katzen, pro- 
fessional staff member; Blain Rethmeier, communications director; 
Allyson Blandford, assistant to chief counsel; Robert A. Briggs, 
chief clerk; Robin Butler, officer manager; Joshua E. Gillespie, dep- 
uty chief clerk; Michael Layman, legislative assistant; Nicholis 
Mutton, deputy communications director; Leneal Scott, computer 
systems manager; Corinne Zaccagnini, systems administrator; Phil 
Barnett, minority chief counsel; Sarah Despres, minority counsel; 
Ellen Rayner, minority chief clerk; and Jean Gosa and Earley 
Green, minority assistant clerk. 

Mr. Burton. Good morning. A quorum being present, the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform is called to order. I ask unanimous 
consent that all Members and present witnesses’ opening state- 
ments be included in record. Without objection. 

I ask unanimous consent that all written questions submitted to 
witnesses and answers provided by witnesses after the conclusion 
of this hearing be included in the record. Without objection, so or- 
dered. 

I ask unanimous consent that a set of exhibits relating to this 
hearing be included in the record. Without objection, so ordered. 

I ask unanimous consent that all articles, exhibits and extra- 
neous or tabular material referred to be included in the record. 
Without objection, so ordered. 

I also ask unanimous consent that questioning in the matter 
under consideration proceed under clause 2(j)(2) of House Rule 11, 
the Committee Rule 14, in which the chairman and ranking minor- 
ity member allocate time to committee counsel as they deem appro- 
priate for extended questioning, not to exceed 60 minutes, divided 
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equally between the majority and the minority. Without objection, 
so ordered. 

Before we start, my good friend Cass Ballenger from North Caro- 
lina is here and he’d like to recognize one of the witnesses. So, 
Cass, we will recognize you. 

Mr. Ballenger. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I just wanted to put 
in a good word for a friend of mine, who has worked with me in 
El Salvador back in the days when that was not the most popular 
thing. You and I were some of the couple that did a great deal of 
work there. And he was — I met him through the Republican Study 
Committee, which was a fairly substantial organization in our mod- 
ern — in the days when we were in the minority. 

And I would just like to put in a good word for Jamie Gallagher, 
who has been married to a staff member of mine whose — his moth- 
er-in-law happens to be campaign chairman for me in one of my 
strong counties. So don’t beat him up too badly, if you would, sir. 

Mr. Burton. We’re not here, Cass, to beat up on anybody. We 
just want to find out some facts about kidnapped kids. 

Mr. Ballenger. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Cass. Nice seeing you. Buddy, and 
merry Christmas to you. 

Let me also saw that Margaret McClain just gave me a bag of 
pecans which were picked from a tree in her yard by her daughter 
Heidi before she was kidnapped 5 years ago, and she has been 
freezing these and saving these for special occasions. 

I really almost hate to eat these, but I do appreciate the thought, 
and maybe 1 day Heidi will be back here and she can help you pick 
some more pecans. A couple of weeks ago — it is nice seeing you 
again, Mr. Petruzzello. Couldn’t find you last week. But we are 
glad you are here today. 

A couple of weeks ago. Prince Nayef, the Saudi Interior Minister, 
blamed the Jews for September 11th. He stated, “the Jews have ex- 
ploited the September 11th events to undermine the image of 
Arabs before the American people to instigate the latter against the 
Arabs and Muslims. The question is, is who perpetrated the Sep- 
tember 11th attacks and who were the beneficiaries? I think the 
Jews themselves.” 

This man. Prince Nayef, is the Saudi equivalent of the FBI Di- 
rector here in the United States. He is supposed to be tracking 
down al-Qaeda terrorists in Saudi Arabia. He also has a role in re- 
solving these kidnapping cases. I don’t think he is on our side if 
he thinks that the Jews are responsible for September 11th. If he 
is part of the Saudi initiative to solve the abduction cases, it is not 
only easy to see where the bad faith comes from, it is hard to sum- 
mon up much optimism for the future. 

I start this hearing by discussing Prince Nayef because it is im- 
portant for the public to understand who we are dealing with and 
what kind of people are in control of the Saudi government. 

Once you understand that, you know why it is important to have 
this kind of scrutiny regarding the kidnapping of Americans to 
Saudi Arabia. You also understand the enormous frustration we 
feel when Saudi officials and their mouthpieces lie to us. This is 
the 5th day of hearings by this committee on the subject of Ameri- 
cans kidnapped by Saudi Arabia and to Saudi Arabia. 
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Why are we holding these hearings? Simply put, the U.S. Gov- 
ernment has a choice. It can continue with the status quo, the way 
these cases have been managed for the last 20 years by the State 
Department, or it can face the facts. 

The status quo is not working. For 20 years the Saudis have re- 
fused to admit that there is a problem. They deny that they are 
even holding kidnapped Americans. They deny that they have been 
complicit in kidnappings. The State Department seems to go along 
with that. It has taken the State Department years to even request 
that the kidnapped Americans be returned. Who knows if they will 
ever actually place pressure on the Saudis to return them. 

I don’t think we should stand for the Saudis’ behavior any 
longer. In the 1 year the committee has been looking at this issue, 
we have seen dozens of examples of Saudi deception and deceit. 
And I will outline just a few examples of the ways in which the 
Saudi government has lied and distorted the facts. 

Just a couple of days ago we received a call and a letter from a 
person who described himself as a legal advisor to the Saudi Mis- 
sion to the United Nations. I don’t know if he is who he says he 
is. I hope not. He told us that there are no kidnappings, and that 
under international law a Saudi father has the right to take his 
daughters. 

He also said that the committee’s investigation was part of a vi- 
cious campaign, and that Congress is controlled by the Israeli 
lobby. This person’s thinking is echoed in many ways by the Saudi 
Foreign Minister. He wrote to me a few weeks ago saying, “we re- 
ject anything that damages our Islamic Sharia, on which a total 
system of the state is founded.” 

Now, this Sharia regulates and guarantees all humanitarian 
rights without any prejudices. That is what he said. Let me trans- 
late. He was saying that the Saudis don’t have a problem if one of 
their citizens travels to the United States and kidnaps a U.S. citi- 
zen. He was saying that he doesn’t care if our laws are broken. 

He even told us when we met that Saudi Arabia doesn’t recog- 
nize our laws. When we go there, we are supposed to obey their 
laws. So why shouldn’t they obey our laws? The Saudi Foreign 
Minister also sent a letter to Secretary of State Powell in which he 
accused four American women of kidnapping their children from 
Saudi Arabia. 

Now, that might have sounded good. But, like most of the other 
Saudi talking points, it was a lie. In two of the cases cited by 
Prince Saud, the American children still live in Saudi Arabia. In 
another one of the cases, the American girl was kidnapped from 
America, held for 2 years and then escaped. 

If the Saudi Arabia government is so calculated in its deceptions, 
how can we believe them on any issue? The things we are com- 
plaining about aren’t simple misstatements. They are calculated, 
carefully crafted lies. They are told for a purpose, and they were 
told by their Foreign Minister to me, and that is not very encourag- 
ing. 

In a letter to the Wall Street Journal, Saudi Ambassador Prince 
Bandar stated that, “some have charged that Saudi Arabia is hold- 
ing Americans against their will. This is absolutely not true,” 
Prince Bandar said. Prince Bandar’s statement is completely false. 
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This committee has heard testimony from just a few of the many 
American parents whose children are held in Saudi Arabia. Even 
Prince Bandar’s own paid mouthpieces can’t defend this statement. 
They don’t even try because it is so dishonest. 

They may take huge sums of money from their Saudi masters, 
but they won’t tell a whopper that big. In fact, it looks like some 
of the PR experts, three of them at Mr. Petruzzello’s firm, are so 
tired of representing the Saudis that they quit. You might want to 
elaborate on that, Mr. Petruzzello. 

The Saudi lobbyists have been saying how hard they have been 
working to resolve the outstanding cases of kidnappings. The truth 
is that no children have been voluntarily returned by the Saudi 
government, not one. Even worse, there is not even an indication 
that the Saudis are working to get the answers to basic factual 
questions about the kidnappings. 

Michael Rives’ two kids have been held for 2 years. In August we 
asked whether there was any legal basis to hold those children in 
Saudi Arabia. There still isn’t any answer. The Saudis just want 
to run out the clock, and that isn’t going to work. 

I could go on with dozens of examples of Saudi bad faith. They 
accused me of offering a $1 million bribe to Amjad Radwan to make 
her come to the United States, and they flew Pat Roush’s daugh- 
ters to London so they could try to make a mockery of the congres- 
sional delegation that I led to Saudi Arabia. So these examples just 
go on and on. 

So that brings us to why we are here today. Because the Saudi 
government could not get its story straight, because it could not tell 
us what was going on with these cases that we had raised, we 
issued three document subpoenas to their lobbyists. They refused 
to comply. Instead they came up with an unprecedented claim of 
privilege. They claim that the documents of these lobbyists and PR 
specialists are archives and documents of the Saudi Embassy, enti- 
tled to protection under the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Rela- 
tions. 

Let me translate. The Saudis are hiding these documents. They 
are stonewalling. They are obstructing Congress. It is just that 
simple. 

Last night the Saudis made an offer whereby a third party could 
review the documents and answer questions about them. Now, that 
is not going to be acceptable to the committee, but it is really im- 
portant because it shows that these documents are not sacred. 
They just don’t want us, the committee, the government of the 
United States to look at them. 

We tried to have this hearing last week. We invited the three 
Saudi lobbyists to testify. They refused. We then told them we 
would issue subpoenas. Their lawyers refused to accept them. The 
lawyers claimed that a subpoena issued after adjournment was in- 
valid, which is not the case. Then when we tried to serve the lobby- 
ists, they were nowhere to be found. They weren’t at their houses, 
they weren’t at their offices, they weren’t anywhere to be found, 
and we sent the U.S. Marshals out and you guys might have just 
left town, I don’t know, or gone to the Saudi Embassy. Just another 
example of Saudi cooperation. 
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So we had to come back again this week. I am glad that we are 
here and we can discuss some of those issues. I appreciate you gen- 
tlemen showing up today. 

I am sure that the Saudis thought if they could skip that one 
hearing we would just go away and the issue would go away. Well, 
it is not quite so easy. We are holding this hearing again. Ms. 
Roush and Ms. McClain have traveled back to Washington again 
to attend this hearing. The Saudi lobbyists have caused a lot of in- 
convenience and wasted a lot of time. But we are patient and we 
will finally hear from them today. 

It is my understanding that the Saudi lobbyists may claim privi- 
lege over a lot of matters today. This is unfortunate, because when 
he appeared before the committee 2 months ago Michael 
Petruzzello answered questions about his communications with the 
Saudi Embassy staff. According to one of the Saudi Embassy’s law- 
yers, the Saudi government chose to disclose information to the 
committee at that hearing, and it is now choosing not to disclose 
information to the committee. 

Now, that is a major point. The Saudis certainly aren’t obligated 
to raise this privilege. Why are they blocking the committee? The 
answer is simple. They don’t want us to know what is in those doc- 
uments. 

Now, last week’s hearing was useful. We heard testimony from 
the world’s leading authority. Now this is — I know that somebody 
here is going to say that there is a question about this lady’s cre- 
dentials. But let me say that she is the leading authority in the 
world on the Vienna Convention, and she is used by the govern- 
ment of England and the government of the United States when- 
ever there is a question about the Vienna Convention. 

So I know Ms. Mahoney is going to try to say that she doesn’t 
know what she is talking about. But I want to stress for everybody, 
she is the leading authority in the world on the Vienna Convention. 
So, Ms. Mahoney, when you get to that, just bear that in mind. 

Last week’s hearing was useful. We heard testimony from Ms. 
Eileen Denza. Professor Denza stated quite clearly that it is not my 
view, and I am quoting here, it is not my view that the documents, 
which are clearly in the possession of the firms which have been 
subpoenaed, are entitled to inviolability. It is also my view that the 
implications of accepting the proposition put forward that these ar- 
chives are inviolable would be very far reaching and very dan- 
gerous, end quote. 

Let me repeat what she said. Very far reaching and very dan- 
gerous. When Professor Denza was asked if the Saudi legal theory 
could be used to protect documents of spies and terrorists, their 
theory, she said yes. I think there is no distinction in principle. 

Now, I want everyone from the State Department and the Jus- 
tice Department to hear that. Let me read that to you one more 
time. That is important. She is the leading authority in the world. 
When Professor Denza was asked if the Saudi legal theory could 
be used to protect the documents of spies and terrorists, we are 
concerned about that right now, she said yes. I think there is no 
distinction of principle. 

Now, I want everyone from the State Department and the Jus- 
tice Department to hear that. I presume there is some of you here 
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today because we asked you to be here. According to world’s lead- 
ing authority on the Vienna Convention, the Saudi theory is wrong. 
And it could be used to protect not only these documents that we 
want, but also documents about terrorism, espionage, and any 
other activity that is directed by a foreign embassy. 

The Saudi theory would also put an end to the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act, a vitally important law which makes sure that 
the government and the public know about the activities of agents 
of foreign governments. I look forward to hearing from the wit- 
nesses from the State Department and what they have to stay 
about this matter. 

Finally, I want to note that I am deeply disappointed that the 
Justice Department has declined to appear at this hearing. As I 
just indicated, this claim of privilege has implications that directly 
impact the Justice Department and their efforts to investigate ter- 
rorism. 

However, they informed me yesterday that they would not testify 
at this hearing, because they’re concerned about offering an opinion 
in a matter where they are later asked to prosecute a contempt ci- 
tation. If we don’t get some answers, I assure you that there will 
be a move to have a contempt citation in the next Congress. I will 
see to that, a contempt citation. 

I don’t think this objection makes very much sense. We aren’t 
going to ask for any advisory opinion about our subpoena. I think 
that the Justice Department is really failing to defend its consider- 
able interest in this matter, and I can understand the quandary 
that the State Department and the Justice Department is in, espe- 
cially since we have a base in Saudi Arabia and that we may be 
going into a conflict with Iraq. 

So I understand that there is a lot of things in this mix. But the 
thing that needs to be realized by State and Justice and our gov- 
ernment is there is Americans who have been kidnapped, who have 
been held against their will by a government that is supposed to 
be an ally of ours, and we ought to be doing everything we can to 
get them back, and we should not be closing our eyes and winking 
just because we have a base there. There is a lot of places that we 
could put bases if we need to do our job. We have got floating bases 
all over the Persian Gulf, and we have got other places that have 
asked us to put our bases in close proximity to Iraq. 

So this just doesn’t wash with me. As far as the issue of oil is 
concerned, as I have said before, we get about 15 percent of our oil 
from that area right now, not the 50 some percent we used to, and 
they are not in a position economically like they were 25 or 30 
years ago. They have a balance of payments deficit instead of a 
surplus. So it is unbelievable to me that our government would 
continue to close their eyes to these things and try to ameliorate 
the situation with the Saudis when we are talking about American 
citizens who are being held against their will. 

Now, before we go to our panel, I think it is important that we 
once again set the stage for this hearing. So I want the staff to 
show a video of some of the testimony we have had so that anyone 
who is paying attention can see what we are talking about. 

So would you roll the tape, please? 

[Video played.] 
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Mr. Burton. I think what we will do is maybe at the conclusion 
of the hearing run the rest of this tape, because I think it is very, 
very important that the American people who may be watching 
this on C-SPAN get the flavor of really the problem that we have. 

But anyhow, to move on with the hearing, did you have any 
opening statement you would like to make. Dr. Weldon? 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Dan Burton follows:] 



1480 


OPENING STATEMENT 

“THE SAUDI CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE: MUST SAUDI LOBBYISTS COMPLY WITH 
SUBPOENAS IN THE COMMITTEE’S INVESTIGATION OF CHILD ABDUCTION 
CASES? -DAY IF’ 

CHAIRMAN DAN BURTON 
DECEMBER 11, 2002 

A couple of weeks ago, Prince Nayef, the Saudi 
Interior Minister, blamed the Jews for September 1 1 . 
He stated “the Jews have exploited the September 1 1 
events to undermine the image of Arabs before the 
American people to instigate the latter against the 
Arabs and Muslims. The question is: who 
perpetrated the September 1 1 events and who were 
the beneficiaries? I think the Jews themselves.” 

This man, Prince Nayef, is the Saudi equivalent of 
the FBI director. He is supposed to be tracking 
down A1 Qaeda terrorists in Saudi Arabia. He also 
has a role in resolving these kidnapping cases. I 
don’t think he is on our side if he thinks the Jews are 
responsible for September 11. If he is part of the 
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Saudi initiative to solve the abduction cases, it’s not 
only easy to see where the bad faith comes from, it’s 
hard to summon up much optimism for the future. 

I start this hearing by discussing Prince Nayef 
because it’s important for the public to understand 
who we are dealing with, and what kind of people 
are in control of the Saudi government. Once you 
understand that, you know why it is so important to 
have this kind of scrutiny regarding the kidnapping 
of Americans to Saudi Arabia. You also understand 
the enormous frustration we feel when Saudi 
officials and their mouthpieces lie to us. 

This is the fifth day of hearings by this 
Committee on the subject of Americans kidnapped 
to Saudi Arabia. Why are we holding these 
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hearings? Simply put, the U.S. government has a 
choice. It can continue with the status quo, the way 
these cases have been managed for the last 20 years 
by the State Department, or it can face the facts. 

The status quo isn’t working. For 20 years, the 
Saudis have refused to admit that there is a problem. 
They deny that they are even holding kidnapped 
Americans. They deny that they have been 
complicit in kidnappings. The State Department 
seems to go along with it. It has taken the State 
Department years to even request that the kidnapped 
Americans be returned. Who knows if they will ever 
actually place pressure upon the Saudis to return 
them. 


I don’t think we should stand for the Saudis’ 
behavior any longer. In the one year the Committee 



has been looking at this issue, we’ve seen dozens of 
examples of Saudi deception and deceit. I will 
outline just a few examples of the ways in which the 
Saudi government has distorted the facts: 

• Just a couple of days ago, we received a call and 
a letter from a person who described himself as a 
legal adviser to the Saudi Mission to the U.N. I 
don’t know if he is who he says he is. I hope 
not. He told us that “there are no kidnappings,” 
and that under international law, a Saudi father 
has a right to take his daughters. He also said 
that the Committee’s investigation was part of a 
“vicious campaign” and that Congress is 
controlled by the Israeli lobby. 
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• This person’s thinking is echoed in many ways 
by the Saudi Foreign Minister. He wrote to me a 
few weeks ago saying, “we reject anything that 
damages our Islamic Sharia (sha-ree-ah) on 
which a total system of the state is founded[.] 
This Sharia regulates and guarantees all 
humanitarian rights without any prejudices.” 

Let me translate. He was saying that the Saudis 
don’t have a problem if one of their citizens 
travels to the U.S. and kidnaps a U.S. citizen. 

He was saying that he doesn’t care if our laws 
are broken. He even told us when we met that 
Saudi Arabia doesn’t recognize our laws. When 
we go there, we are supposed to obey their laws. 
Why shouldn’t they obey our laws? 
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• The Saudi Foreign Minister also sent a letter to 
Secretary of State Powell in which he accused 
four American women of kidnapping their 
children from Saudi Arabia. That might have 
sounded good, but like most other Saudi talking 
points, it was a lie. In two of the cases cited by 
Prince Saud, the American children still live 
over in Saudi Arabia. In another one of the 
cases, the American girl was kidnapped from 
America, held for two years, and then escaped. 
If the Saudi government is so calculated in its 
deceptions, how can we believe them on any 
issue? The things we are complaining about 
aren’t simple misstatements. They are 
calculated, carefully crafted lies. They are told 
for a purpose. And they were told by their 
foreign minister. That’s not very encouraging. 
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• In a letter to the Wall Street Journal, Saudi 
Ambassador Prince Bandar stated that “some 
have charged that Saudi Arabia is holding 
Americans against their will. This is absolutely 
not true.” Prince Bandar’s statement is 
completely false. This Committee has heard 
testimony from just a few of the many American 
parents whose children are held in Saudi Arabia. 
Even Prince Bandar’s own paid flacks can’t 
defend his statement. They don’t even try 
because it is so dishonest. They may take huge 
sums of money from their Saudi masters, but 
they won’t tell a whopper that big. In fact, it 
looks like some of the PR experts - 3 of them at 
Mr. Petruzzello’s firm - are so tired of 
representing the Saudis that they quit. 
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• The Saudi lobbyists have been saying how hard 
they have been working to resolve the 
outstanding cases of kidnappings. The truth is 
that no children have been voluntarily returned 
by the Saudi government. None . Even worse, 
there is not even any indication that the Saudis 
are working to get the answers to basic factual 
questions about the kidnappings. Michael 
Rives’ two kids have been held for two years. In 
August we asked whether there was any legal 
basis to hold those children in Saudi Arabia. 
There still isn’t any answer. The Saudis just 
want to run out the clock. 

• I could go on with dozens of examples of Saudi 
bad faith. They accused me of offering a million 
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dollar bribe to Amjad Radwan to make her come 
to the U.S. They flew Pat Roush’s daughters to 
London so that they could try to make a 
mockery of the Congressional delegation to 
Saudi Arabia. The examples go on and on. 

That brings us to why we are here today. 

Because the Saudi government could not get its 
story straight, because they could not tell us what 
was going on with the cases we had raised, we 
issued three document subpoenas to their lobbyists. 
They refused to comply. Instead, they came up with 
an unprecedented claim of privilege. They claim 
that the documents of these lobbyists and PR 
specialists are “archives and documents” of the 
Saudi Embassy, entitled to protection under the 
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. Let 
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me translate. The Saudis are hiding these 
documents. Stonewalling. Obstructing Congress. 
It’s that simple. 

Last night, the Saudis made an offer whereby a 
third party could review the documents and answer 
questions about them. That’s not going to be 
acceptable to us. But it’s really important because it 
shows that these documents aren’t sacred. They just 
don’t want to look at them. 

We tried to have this hearing last week. We 
invited the three Saudi lobbyists to testify. They 
refused. We then told them we would issue 
subpoenas. Their lawyers refused to accept them. 
Their lawyers claimed that a subpoena issued after 
adjournment was invalid. Then, when we tried to 
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serve the lobbyists, they were nowhere to be found. 
Just another example of Saudi “cooperation.” 

I am sure the Saudis thought that if they could 
skip that one hearing, we would go away and the 
issue would go away. Well, it’s not quite so easy. 
We’re holding this hearing again. Mrs. Roush and 
Mrs. McClain have traveled back to Washington to 
attend this hearing. The Saudi lobbyists have caused 
a lot of inconvenience and wasted a lot of time, but 
we will finally hear from them. 

It’s my understanding that the Saudi lobbyists 
may claim privilege over a lot of matters today. 

This is unfortunate because when he appeared before 
the Committee two months ago, Michael Petruzzello 
answered questions about his communications with 
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Saudi Embassy staff. According to one of the Saudi 
Embassy’s lawyers, the Saudi government chose to 
disclose information to the Committee at that 
hearing, and it is now choosing not to disclose 
information to the Committee. That’s a major point. 
The Saudis certainly aren’t obligated to raise this 
privilege. Why are they blocking the Committee? 
The answer is simple. They don’t want us to know 
what is in those documents. 

Last week’s hearing was useful. We heard 
testimony from the world’s leading authority on the 
Vienna Convention, Professor Eileen Denza. 
Professor Denza stated quite clearly that “it is not 
my view that the documents . . . which are clearly in 
the possession of the firms which have been 
subpoenaed are entitled to inviolability. It is also 
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my view . . . that the implications of accepting the 
proposition put forward that these archives are 
inviolable would be very far-reaching and very 
dangerous.” Let me repeat that: “ very far-reaching 
and very dangerous .” When Professor Denza was 
asked if the Saudi legal theory could be used to 
protect the documents of spies and terrorists, she 
stated “yes ... I think there is no distinction of 
principle.” 

I want everyone from the State Department and 
Justice Department to hear that. According to the 
world’s leading authority on the Vienna Convention, 
the Saudi theory is wrong, and it could be used to 
protect not just these documents, but also documents 
about terrorism, espionage, and any other activity 
that is directed by a foreign embassy. The Saudi 


13 



1493 


theory would also put an end to the Foreign Agents 
Registration Aet, a vitally important law whieh 
makes sure that the government and the publie know 
about the aetivities of agents of foreign 
governments. I look forward to hearing what the 
witnesses from the State Department have to say 
about this matter. 

Finally, I want to note that I am deeply 
disappointed that the Justice Department has 
declined to appear at this hearing. As I just 
indicated, this claim of privilege has implications 
that directly impact the Justice Department and their 
efforts to investigate terrorism. However, they 
informed me yesterday that they would not testify at 
this hearing because they are concerned about 
offering an opinion in a matter where they are later 
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asked to prosecute a contempt citation. I don’t think 
that this objection makes very much sense. We 
weren’t going to ask for any advisory opinion about 
our subpoena. I think that the Justice Department is 
really failing to defend its considerable interests in 
this matter. 
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Mr. Weldon. Yes, Mr. Chairman. I just want to commend you 
once again for your tenacity in pursuing this issue. The holding of 
American citizens hostage in Saudi Arabia is increasingly becoming 
a problem. Were it not for your leadership in bringing this to the 
attention of the committee and to the Congress, I don’t know if 
there would be any forum for those people to really have their 
grievances addressed. 

I do want to say at the outset that not knowing you were going 
to be having this important hearing today, I scheduled a hearing 
for the Civil Service Subcommittee, which will be starting in about 
20 minutes. Hopefully our hearing won’t go that long and I will be 
able to come back later and join you. 

But I consider this issue of extreme importance, and I yield back. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you. Doctor. And I appreciate your help yes- 
terday as well. 

We will now hear testimony from our first witness panel. 

Pat Roush, Margaret McClain, Michael Petruzzello, Jack 
Deschauer, Jamie Gallagher, Maureen Mahoney, and Morton 
Rosenberg. 

So would you please rise so I can swear you in. 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

Mr. Burton. We have heard lengthy testimony from you, Ms. 
McClain and Ms. Roush in the past. So if you could keep your testi- 
mony, I would like to try to keep everybody to 5 minutes today if 
we can so we can get to questions. So we will start with you, Ms. 
McClain. 

STATEMENTS OF MARGARET McCLAIN, MOTHER OF HEIDI AL- 

OMARY; PATRICIA ROUSH, MOTHER OF ALIA AND AISHA 

GHESHAYAN; MICHAEL PETRUZZELLO, QORVIS COMMU- 
NICATIONS; JACK DESCHAUER, PATTON BOGGS LLP; JAMES 

P. GALLAGHER, THE GALLAGHER GROUP; MORT ROSEN- 
BERG, CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE; AND 

MAUREEN MAHONEY, LATHAM & WATKINS 

Ms. McClain. Chairman Burton and members of the Govern- 
ment Reform Committee, it was clear to everyone who was present 
at these hearings last week that the Saudi’s Washington public re- 
lations firms have further damaged their credibility. Dodging this 
committee’s subpoenas was an inexcusable cowardly act. If these 
firms and their clients of the Saudi Embassy have no criminal ac- 
tivity to hide, then what are they so afraid of? 

In the wake of September 11th, these firms have already learned 
that their association with the criminal enterprises of the Saudis 
have begun to cost them dearly in terms of their reputations. The 
spate of recent defections from Qorvis by some of the firm’s bright- 
est minds should be an indication of troubles to come. There is an 
old saying where I come from: You lie down with dogs, you get 
fleas. 

My own relationship with the Saudis entangled me in their web 
of deceit and violence, but these public relations firms are not look- 
ing past the dollar signs in their dealings with an extremely de- 
monic and virulent entity. 

Patton Boggs, Qorvis and the Gallagher Group are in bed with 
a family reminiscent of the crime families that once held decent 
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Americans hostage. My daughter, Heidi, and I have lived as hos- 
tages of the Saudis for several years. But, after September 11th, 
our whole country has been prey to their Machiavellian schemes. 

These public relations firms imagine themselves to be immune 
from the Saudi’s venomous aims. But let me disabuse them of that 
notion. The Saudis have a long history of letting others do the dirty 
work for them, leaving their partners on the short end of any deal. 

When I appeared here a week ago, I was most encouraged by the 
remarks of Senator Blanche Lincoln from my home State, wherein 
she announced new legislation to deal with Saudi and any our child 
stealers. Senator Lincoln spoke of proposed legislation which would 
make it mandatory for the State Department to deny U.S. visas not 
only to the kidnappers, their accomplices, and their families, but to 
their employers as well. 

My child’s kidnapper is employed at the ARAMCO Oil Co. I 
would be only too glad to see all of the Saudi ARAMCO employees 
stationed at the huge complex in Houston expelled. In addition, 
any ARAMCO personnel from Dhahran which plans to travel to the 
United States, including the CEO, Mr. al-Jummah, could be kept 
out of our country under such legislation. 

Mr. al-Jubeir from the Saudi Embassy has given his PR advisers 
a mandate to try to resolve what he calls child custody issues. This 
is a ridiculous statement, meant to act as a distraction. PR firms 
are not law enforcement and thus hardly qualified to handle 
kidnappings. Their job is to spin the news in their client’s favor, 
and their real mandate is to make the whole embarrassing issue 
of the Saudi Embassy’s complicity in child stealing disappear. 

Mr. al-Jubeir needs to be informed that there is no child custody 
issue in my daughter’s case. I have legal custody, and my ex-hus- 
band willingly signed a divorce and custody decree issued in an 
American court. The kidnapper held legal residency status in the 
United States, and so placed himself under the jurisdiction of 
American law, and even swore an oath of loyalty to the United 
States. In this oath, he denied his allegiance to the Saudi royals. 

Any involvement of Saudi-financed PR firms in my daughter’s 
case is a blatant conflict of interest and therefore out of the ques- 
tion. Furthermore, Mr. al-Jubeir’s suggestions that the National 
Center on Missing and Exploited Children should be involved in 
negotiations for my daughter’s life is totally off base. 

I ask if anyone here has wondered why al-Jubeir has been tout- 
ing the accomplishments of the International Section at the Na- 
tional Center. There are personnel at the National Center who are 
or have been on the Saudi Embassy payroll, who have had access 
to the records of our missing children, who have stabbed various 
parents in the back at one time or another, and I reject the involve- 
ment of these Saudi plants at any cost. 

Mr. al-Jubeir went on at length about a bilateral solution to 
these kidnappings. Who are these bilateral players he is talking 
about? Translated into ordinary English, he means that the crimi- 
nals at the Saudi Embassy, their hired guns at the PR and detec- 
tive firms, their plants in the NCMEC, their pro-Saudi friends at 
the State Department, and the fugitive Saudi kidnappers them- 
selves will be dictating all of the terms. 
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Basically al-Jubeir’s plan just gives the criminal who stole my 
daughter a get out of jail free card. I do not believe our government 
should negotiate with criminals. Nothing short of the unconditional 
return of our American children is acceptable. 

Those matters are criminal cases, not child custody disputes. If 
Saudi Arabia is serious about resolving these cases, then they must 
send our children home immediately and arrest and extradite the 
kidnappers for trial in the United States. My daughter’s kidnapper 
faces multiple county. State, Federal and Interpol charges for 
which he must be held to account. 

In the past the Saudis mouthpieces have intercepted my e-mails, 
threatened Pat Roush, Monica Stowers, Maureen Dabbagh and me. 
They invade our privacy and keep voluminous files on all of us, 
which they dutifully turn over to their Saudi handlers. This brings 
me to one of the disturbing aspects of the recent behavior of Qorvis, 
Patton Boggs and the Gallagher Group. In reading the subpoenas 
issued to representatives of the three firms, I came across a most 
distressing information that these firms at the instigation of the 
Saudis have apparently engaged the services of private detectives 
to dig up dirt on the parents of their kidnapped victims in an at- 
tempt to harass, intimidate and victimize us further. 

Perhaps this explains the mysterious hang-up phone calls in the 
middle of the night, the hacking of our computers and Web pages, 
and the Arabic speaking phone stalkers that have been pursuing 
some parents. In the wake of our 1998 announcement that we 
would be boycotting ARAMCO’s partner Texaco, one of our missing 
children’s Web sites was accessed thousands of times from inside 
Saudi Arabia, and then repeatedly hacked. 

That is when the harassment from PR began. Coincidence? I 
think not. I am beginning to feel like the rape victim under cross- 
examination by the rapist’s lawyer. That is how I feel about the ra- 
pacious Saudi Embassy and their lackeys. They take sadistic pleas- 
ure in torturing and enslaving innocent women and children and 
then twisting the knife in the wound. 

While cash-flows from the Saudi Embassy to kidnappers and ter- 
rorists, the wives of present and former U.S. officials have paid a 
courtesy call on the Saudi Ambassador’s wife to commiserate with 
her in her embarrassment. Her embarrassment 

Mr. Burton. Could you sum up? Because, like I said, I want to 
make sure that we stay as close to 5 minutes as possible. But 
thank you. 

Ms. McClain. Just a minute. 

Mr. al-Jubeir bemoans the fact that the attitude of Americans to- 
ward his country is bordering on hate. Let me remind the Saudi 
Embassy that the murder of American civilians, the teaching of 
hate against us in their schools, their espionage on American vic- 
tims, their refusal to cooperate with the Government Reform Com- 
mittee, and the stealing and selling of our women and children, 
these are not conducive to a big love test between us and the 
Saudis. 

Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. McClain follows:] 
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Chairman Burton and Members of the Government Reform 
Committee ! 

It was clear to everyone who was present at these 
hearings last week that the Saudis' Washington public 
relations firms have further damaged their credibility. 
Dodging this Committee's subpoenas was an inexcusably 
cowardly act. If these firms and their clients at the Saudi 
Embassy have no criminal activity to hide, then what are 
they so afraid of? In the wake of 9-11, these firms have 
already learned that their association with the criminal 
enterprises of the Saudis have begun to cost them dearly in 
terms of their reputations. The spate of recent defections 
from Qorvis by some of the firm's brightest minds should be 
an indication of troubles to come. There's an old saying 
where I come from: "You lie down with dogs; you get 
fleas . " 

My own relationship with the Saudis entangled me in 
their web of deceit and violence, but these public 
relations firms are not looking past the dollar signs in 
their dealings with an extremely demonic and virulent 
entity. Patton Boggs, Qorvis, and the Gallagher Group are 
in bed with a family reminiscent of the crime families that 


2 



1500 


once held decent Americans hostage. My daughter Heidi and I 
have lived as hostages of the Saudis for several years, but 
after 9-11, our whole country has been prey to their 
Machiavellian schemes. These public relations firms imagine 
themselves to be immune from the Saudis' venomous aims, but 
let me disabuse them of that: notion. The Saudis have a long 
history of letting others do: the dirty work for them, 
leaving their partners on the short end of any deal . 

When I appeared here a week ago, I was most encouraged 
by the remarks of Senator Blanche Lincoln from my home 
state, wherein she announced new legislation to deal with 
Saudi and any other child stealers. Senator Lincoln spoke 
of proposed legislation which would make it mandatory for 
the State Department to deny U.S. visas not only to the 
kidnappers, their accomplices, and their families, but to 
their employers as well. My child's kidnapper is employed 
at the ARAMCO Oil Company. I would be only too glad to see 
all the Saudi ARAMCO employees stationed at the huge 
complex in Houston expelled. In addition, any ARAMCO 
personnel from Dhahran with plans to travel to the U.S., 
including the CEO Mr. Al-Jummah, could be kept out of our 
country under such legislation. 

Mr. Al-Jubeir from the Saudi Embassy has given his PR 
advisers a mandate to try to resolve what he calls "child 
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custody issues." This is a ridiculous statement, meant to 
act as a distraction. PR firms are not law enforcement, and 
thus hardly qualified to handle kidnappings. Their job is 
to spin the news in their clients' favor, and their : real 
mandate is to make the whole embarrassing issue of the 
Saudi Embassy's complicity in child-stealing disappear. Mr. 
Al-Jubeir needs to be informed that there is no child 
custody issue in my daughter's case; I have legal custody, 
and my ex-husband willingly signed a divorce and custody 
decree issued in an American court. The kidnapper held 
legal residency status in the United States, and so placed 
himself under the jurisdiction of American law, and even 
swore an oath of loyalty to the United States. In this 
oath, he denied his allegiance to the Saudis royals. 

Any involvement of Saudi -financed PR firms in my 
daughter's case is a blatant conflict of interest and 
therefore out of the question. Furthermore, Mr. Al-Jubeir' s 
suggestions that the National Center on Missing and 
Exploited Children should be involved in negotiations for 
my daughter's life is totally off base. I ask if anyone 
here has wondered why Al-Jubeir has been touting the 
accomplishments of the International Section at the 
National Center. There are personnel at the National Center 
who are or have been on the Saudi Embassy payroll, who have 
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had access to the records of our missing children, who have 
stabbed various parents in the back at one time or another, 
and I reject the involvement of these Saudi plants at any 
cost . 

Mr. Al-Jubeir went on at length about a bilateral 
solution to these kidnappings. Who are these bilateral 
players he's talking about? Translated into ordinary 
English, he means that the criminals at the Saudi Embassy, 
their hired guns at the PR and detective firms, their 
plants in the NCMEC, their pro-Saudi friends at the State 
Department, and the fugitive Saudi kidnappers themselves 
will be dictating all the terms. Basically, Al-Jubeir' s 
plan just gives the criminal who stole my daughter a get- 
out-of-jail free card. I do not believe that our government 
should negotiate with criminals. Nothing short of the 
unconditional return of our American children is 
acceptable. These matters are criminal cases, not child 
custody disputes. If Saudi Arabia is serious about 
resolving these cases, then they must send our children 
home immediately, and arrest and extradite the kidnappers 
for trial in the United States. My daughter's kidnapper 
faces multiple county, state, federal, and Interpol charges 
for which he must be held to account . 
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In the past, the Saudis' mouthpieces have intercepted 
my emails, threatened Pat Roush, Monica Stowers, Maureen 
Dabbagh, and me. They invade our privacy and keep 
voluminous files on all of us, which they dutifully turn 
over to their Saudi handlers . This brings me to one of the 
most disturbing aspects of the recent behavior of Qorvis, 
Patton Boggs, and the Gallagher Group. In reading the 
subpoenas issued to representatives of the three firms, I 
came across a most distressing information that these 
firms, at the instigation of the Saudis, have apparently 
engaged the services of private detectives to "dig up dirt" 
on the parents of their kidnap victims in an attempt to 
harass, intimidate, and victimize us further. Perhaps this 
explains the mysterious hang-up phone calls in the middle 
of the night, the hacking of our computers and web pages, 
and the Arabic-speaking phone stalkers that have been 
pursuing some parents. In the wake of our 1998 announcement 
that we would be boycotting ARAMCO's partner, Texaco, one 
of our missing children's websites was accessed thousands 
of times from inside Saudi Arabia and then repeatedly 
hacked . That ' s when the harassment from PR began . 
Coincidence? I think not. I am beginning to feel like the 
rape victim under cross-examination by the rapist's lawyer. 
That's how I feel about the rapacious Saudi Embassy and 
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their lackeys — they take sadistic pleasure in torturing 
and enslaving innocent women and children and then twisting 
the knife in the wound. 

While cash flows from the Saudi Embassy to kidnappers 
and terrorists, the wives of present and former U.S. 
officials have paid a courtesy call on the Saudi 
Ambassador's wife to commiserate with her in her 
embarrassment . Her embarrassment is nothing compared to the 
losses we mothers have suffered at the hands of Saudi 
criminals; nothing compared to what the families of the 9- 
11 victims have undergone due to the Saudi Embassy' s 
financing of murderers; nothing compared to the enslavement 
of our little children. The Saudi Ambassador's mouthpiece, 
Mr. Al-Jubeir, bemoans the fact that the attitude of 
Americans toward his country is "bordering on hate." Let me 
remind the Saudi Embassy that the murder of American 
civilians, the teaching of hate against us in their 
schools, their espionage on American victims, their refusal 
to cooperate with the Government Reform Committee, and the 
stealing and selling of our women and children -- these are 
not conducive to a big love-fest between us and the Saudis. 
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Mr. Burton. Thank you, Ms. McClain. Ms. Roush. 

Ms. Roush. Good morning. I don’t have a prepared statement 
this morning. But I would like to make a couple of points. First of 
all, Ms. Diane Andruch I see is on the witness list. She is rep- 
resenting the State Department. She is the same little lady who sat 
here in the last couple of hearings with her little scarves on and 
her little pert hairdos. 

In the meantime, she was the hatchet joh lady for my daughters 
and gave the order that these characters to my left to be able to 
do that little deed they did to my daughters in London. I would like 
for the committee to address Ms. Andruch and ask her why she 
gave the order when al-Jubeir requested it for the American Em- 
bassy to send someone to that hotel in London to interview my 
daughters without my knowledge, when Randy Caroline called me 
and asked me for my permission to make this happen, and I said 
no, and they went ahead and did that anyway. 

The second point I would like to make is, there is a letter here 
addressed to the committee chairman by Ms. Leslie Kiernan, who 
is the representative of Mr. Petruzzello from Zuckerman 
Spaderman. In the letter she says that the committee — Mr. 
Petruzzello will appear, but she objects to the way that the commit- 
tee treated Mr. Petruzzello the last time that he was here. 

I am wondering if Ms. Kiernan and Mr. Petruzzello and the Pat- 
ton Boggs representative and Jamie Gallagher realize what they 
have done to my daughters. And if they object to Mr. Petruzzello 
and the others being here, as exemplified by last week’s little she- 
nanigans with him running away, with all of them running away 
from Federal marshals, what do they have to hide? 

Do they ever think about, does it ever keep them awake at night 
what they have done to my innocent daughters? They object to 
being here and being asked some questions from the committee 
concerning this dastardly deed. I think not. 

What are they hiding? Why won’t they produce those documents? 
I believe that these documents are so incriminating that we can 
trace evidence to Prince Bandar and to al-Jubeir. Al-Jubeir is the 
spin doctor who is referred to in the Weekly Standard this week, 
under the article Spin Doctors, as a lying son of a bitch. I think 
he is a pathological liar and a menace to America. He has caused 
me and my family a great deal of pain, and he should be held re- 
sponsible for this, and he should be kicked out of the United States 
persona non gratis. 

And Petruzzello, the people from Patton Boggs and Jamie Galla- 
gher should be held responsible for what they did to my daughters. 
But I can tell you one thing, Mr. Chairman, the clock — they may 
think the clock is going to run out for you, but the clock will never 
run out for me. 

I am going to bring this to world forums, and my book is coming 
out and a film. So help me God, the clock will never run out, and 
they will be held responsible one way or the other. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Ms. Roush. 

Mr. Petruzzello. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, my 
name is Michael Petruzzello. I am the Managing Partner of Qorvis 
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Communications, an outside communications firm for the Saudi 
Embassy in Washington. 

I am here today in response to the committee’s subpoena. As I 
explained when I testified before the committee in October of this 
year, Qorvis Communication was hired late last year to assist the 
Saudi Embassy on media and communication matters in the 
United States. The vast majority of our communications work is re- 
lated to the war on terrorism and bilateral U.S. -Saudi relations. 
We do not set or implement policy. 

I understand that I am being asked to testify today regarding 
Qorvis’ response to the committee’s document subpoena and the Vi- 
enna Convention. I am not an attorney, and I am not the person 
at Qorvis who is responsible for subpoena compliance. In addition, 
I am not an expert on the Vienna Convention. 

As I understand it, counsel has advised the committee that the 
Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia has asserted that the documents 
are protected by the Vienna Convention, as well as other legal 
privileges. 

Pending a resolution of these legal issues between the Embassy 
and the committee, Qorvis cannot produce the documents. I do not 
believe I can add anything to the committee’s consideration of these 
legal matters. 

Furthermore, as the committee is aware, I have already testified 
at great length regarding the underlying child abduction issue. 

Before closing, I would like to respond to the accusation that I 
acted improperly by not appearing at the hearing last week. Noth- 
ing could be further from the truth. I worked all day Tuesday and 
tried to prepare for the hearing in the event I was called, and I did 
not evade service. I was home Tuesday night and Wednesday 
morning. 

With that, I will answer any questions I can. 

Mr. Burton. The U.S. Marshal came to both your office and your 
house but you say you were home? 

Mr. Putnam. I was not home at that — when they came to my 
house. 

Mr. Burton. Well, we will ask your colleagues from the other PR 
firms where they were, too, because all three of you were missing, 
couldn’t find you. But we will take you at your word. 

Mr. Deschauer. 

Mr. Deschauer. Mr. Chairman, Dr. Weldon, I am John J. 
Deschauer, Jr. I am an attorney at the law firm of Patton Boggs. 
The Embassy of Saudi Arabia retained us in November 2001 to 
provide them with legal advice and counsel regarding developments 
within the executive and legislative branches of the U.S. Govern- 
ment affecting the U.S. -Saudi Arabian bilateral relationship. 

In June of this year, after your committee held its first hearing 
on the subject of international child custody cases and the Kingdom 
of Saudi Arabia, we were specifically asked to counsel the govern- 
ment, again through the Embassy, on the legal issues concerning 
the subject of child custody, and to provide advice to the govern- 
ment of Saudi Arabia on ways to bridge the gap between two very 
different legal systems in ways that protect the interests of the 
children in question and help to reunite them with their families. 
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At the outset, let me acknowledge that it has been this commit- 
tee’s personal involvement and public hearings that have brought 
this very serious issue to the forefront. At the same time as a par- 
ent myself, I have read every word spoken by the parents who have 
testified before this committee. I can only begin to imagine the pain 
that these people have suffered in these cases. 

While we are advising our client on the legal issues involved, I 
cannot nor will I — cannot nor will not put out of my mind the 
harrowing stories that these parents have hold. 

The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia believes international child cus- 
tody is a serious global problem. It is the position of the Saudi gov- 
ernment, as made in their public statements, that every effort must 
be made to develop a resolution that protects and promotes the in- 
terests of the child, while recognizing the rights of both parents. 

Accordingly, our firm has been asked by our client to provide it 
with legal advice concerning the subject of international child cus- 
tody, existing and potential multilateral and bilateral frameworks, 
and possible U.S.-Saudi protocols to address these issues. 

You have asked me here today to testify about the application of 
the Vienna Convention to the subpoena sent to Patton Boggs on 
October 10, 2002 by committee counsel, James Wilson. 

The subpoena directs a variety of documents relating to this 
firm’s representation of the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia. I am 
not an expert in either Vienna Convention or the attorney-client 
privilege. I have attempted to address these issues in my written 
statement. 

I would also like to address the circumstances surrounding last 
week’s hearing. I want to make it clear that I am appearing volun- 
tarily, that my inability to appear last week was the result of a 
last-minute notice and a long-planned personal trip, and that the 
embassy in no way instructed or otherwise encouraged me not to 
appear. 

I am here voluntarily today and ready to answer your questions 
within the bounds of my ethical obligations to my client. 

Thank you, sir. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Deschauer follows:] 
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STATEMENT OF JOHN J. DESCHAUER 
BEFORE THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM 
DECEMBER 11. 2002 

I am John J. Deschauer, Jr., an attorney at the law firm, Patton Boggs. We were retained 
by the Embassy of Saudi Arabia in November of 2001 to provide them with legal advice and 
counsel regarding developments within the Executive and Legislative Branches of the U.S. 
Government affecting the United States - Saudi Arabian bi-lateral relationship. 

In June of this year, after your Committee held its first hearing on the subject of 
international child custody cases and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, we were specifically asked 
to counsel the Government, again through the Embassy, on the legal issues concerning the 
subject of child custody and to provide advice to the Government of Saudi Arabia on ways to 
bridge the gap between two very different legal systems in ways that protect the interests of the 
children in question and helps to reunite them with their families. At the outset, let me 
acknowledge that it has been this Committee’s personal involvement and its public heatings that 
have brought this very serious issue to the forefront. 

At the same time, as a parent myself, and I have read every word spoken by the parents 
who have testified before your Committee, I can only begin to imagine the pain that these people 
have suffered in these cases. While we are advising our client on the legal issues involved, I 
cannot nor will not put out of my mind, the harrowing stories that these parents have told. 

The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia believes that international child abduction is a serious 
global problem. According to one report, there are 350,000 cases of child abduction every year 
in the United States. The same report noted that there are 10,000 cases involving U.S. children 
held in foreign countries because of custody disputes between one parent of U.S. citizenship and 
one of a different nationality.' According to the U.S. Department of State, they have been 


^ “The Epidemic of Parental Child-Snatching: An Overview, Attempts to Prevent Parental Child Abduction; applicable 
United States Laws, and the Hague Convention.” Http://travel.state.gov/je_prevention.html . 
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contacted about the cases of approximately 16,000 children either abducted from the United 
States or prevented from returning to the United States by a parent since the 1970s. 

The problem is so prevalent the State Department has established the Office of Children’s 
Issues to develop and coordinate policies and programs and provide direction to Foreign Service 
posts on international parental child abduction. According to that office, about half the cases 
brought to its attention involve “children abducted from the United States to other countries and 
most of those cases involve Mexico, Canada, U.K., Germany and France.” From available 
statistics, it is clear that international child abduction has become a global epidemic. Needless, 
to say, the highly charged emotional issues that lead a parent to abduct a child make the 
resolution of these cases very difficult and complex. It is the position of the Saudi Government 
that every effort must be made to develop a resolution that protects and promotes the interests of 
the child while recognizing the rights of both parents. Accordingly, our firm has been instructed 
by the Saudi Embassy to work constructively with your Committee, appropriate federal agencies, 
and other organizations to develop legal approaches for addressing these issues. 

You have asked me here today to testify about the application of the Vienna Convention 
to the subpoena sent to Patton Boggs on October 10, 2002 by the Committee Counsel, James 
Wilson. The subpoena directs a variety of documents relating to this firm’s representation of the 
Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia. I want to state at the outset that I am not an expert in either the 
Vienna Convention or the attorney-client privilege. I will nevertheless attempt briefly to explain 
our position. 

As you are aware, subpoenas to law firms are the exception. Before a government 
attorney may ask that a grand jury subpoena be directed to a lawyer or law firm, for example, the 
Department of Justice requires the prior approval of the Assistant Attorney General for the 
Criminal Division, and only then when it appears that the material may not be obtained from any 
alternative source without compromising an ongoing criminal investigation. See United States 
Attorneys Manual, § 9-1 1.255. This scrupulousness arises from the importance of the attorney 
client relationship in our system of justice and the common sense fact that requiring a lawyer to 
become a wimess in relation to his own client runs the grave risk of destroying that relationship. 
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It arises, too, from the fact that lawyers are not free agents when it comes to subpoenas directed 
to documents about our clients. To the contrary, the ethical rules by which we are bound require 
us to assert any colorable privilege our client may possess. As the District of Columbia Bar has 
made clear: “All of the authorities of which we are aware that have addressed this question 
uniformly suggest that a lawyer has an obligation in the legislative process to raise all available, 
legitimate objections to a Congressional subpoena for confidential client information.” District 
of Columbia Bar, Committee on Ethics, Opinion No. 288, Adopted February 1 6, 1 999. 

Likewise, the prevailing law in the District of Columbia confirms that client files, while in our 
control, are nevertheless the property of our clients, who may ask for their unconditional return 
at any time. 

The Committee has received a letter from the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia that, while 
emphasizing Saudi Arabia’s readiness to work towards constructive solutions to the problems 
you are addressing, confirms that Patton Boggs and others of its retained professionals have been 
directed to assert all applicable privileges to the Committee’s subpoena. We have been similarly 
instructed, by letter dated October 2 1 , 2002, from Prince Bandar bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz, 
Ambassador to the United States, “not to produce the contents of any files relating to the work 
performed on behalf of the Embassy.” 

In brief, we understand that the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations, April 18, 
1961, 23 U.S.T. 3327, TIAS No. 7502 (“Vienna Convention”), to which Saudi Arabia and the 
United States are signatories, to provide that “[t]he archives and documents of the mission shall 
be inviolable at any time and wherever they may be.” Article 24. These protections, intended 
for the express purpose of ‘ensure[ing] the efficient performance of the functions of diplomatic 
missions as representing States,” are fully applicable here. As Prince Bandar’s letter confirms, 
we have been retained by the Embassy to assist with the performance of what the Vienna 
Convention characterizes as core diplomatic functions, including (i) “representing the sending 
State in the receiving State”; (ii) “protecting in the receiving State the interests of the sending 
State and of its nationals’” and (iii) “negotiating with the Government of the receiving State’” 

(iv) “ascertaining by all lawful means conditions and developments in the receiving State”; and 

(v) “promoting friendly relations” between the States. Vienna Convention, Article 3. In 
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analogous circumstances, the United States District Court for the District of Columbia has held 
that the immunity conferred by the Vienna Convention, codified in Section 5 of the Diplomatic 
Relations Act of 1978, 22 U.S.C. § 254d, requires that a subpoena issued to an Ambassador to 
testify in a criminal case be quashed. United States v. Michael Deaver, 1987 WL 13365 
(D.D.C.). It is well-settled that a party asserting a privilege may do so even if the documents are 
sought from a third party. United States v. American Telephone & Telegraph Co., 567 F.2d 121, 
129 (D.C. Cir. 1977), The “fortuity that documents sought by a Congressional subpoena are not 
in the hands of a party claiming injury from the subpoena” does “immunize that subpoena from 
challenge by that party,” ibid. ; nor does it relieve Patton Boggs of its obligation to assert the 
privilege on behalf of its client. 

Additionally, a substantial number of the documents in our possession are also protected 
by the attorney client privilege, which protects commimications to counsel which (a) intended to 
be confidential; (b) made primarily for the purpose of obtaining legal advice or assistance; and 
(c) necessary for that purpose. Coleman v. American Broadcasting Companies, 106 F.R.D. 201, 
205 (D.D.C. 1985); Covington & Burling v. Food & Nutrition Service, 774 F. Supp. 314, 323 
(D.D.C. 1 990). As the Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit has made clear, the privilege 
applies equally to counsel retained to review Congressional hearings, analyze legislation, and 
prepare for testimony. Westinghouse Elec. Corp. v. Kerr-McGee Corp., 580 F.2d 1311, 1313, 
1320 (7*’’ Cir.), cert, denied, 439 U.S. 955 (1978); see also United States v. Conservation Chem. 
Co., No. 82-0983-CV-W-5, 1986 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 25730 at *25 (W.D. Mo. May 8, 1986). 

I would also like to address the circumstances surrounding last week’s hearing. I was 
invited to testify before the Committee on the issue of the Vienna Convention and its 
applicability to the Committee’s subpoena. We received the invitation on the evening of 
November 27*’’ after our offices had closed for the Thanksgiving Holiday. 


On the first business day after the Thanksgiving Holiday, Monday morning, December 
2"“*, we responded by informing the Committee that I was not the expert on the Vienna 
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Convention and was not the custodian of the records. We offered to designate a witness from 
Patton Boggs and suggested that the Committee invite Ms. Maureen Mahoney of Latham and 
Watkins as the expert witness concerning the Vienna Convention. The Committee counsels 
knew Ms. Mahoney to be the expert and had in fact met with her and received two letters from 
her on the subject. The Committee counsels even knew that Ms. Mahoney had discussed the 
issues with Professor Denza. 

Despite this proffer, we received a letter from Mr. Wilson, again after our office had 
closed for the day on the evening of December 2"“*. That short letter announced a different 
reason the Committee wanted me to appear and asked whether we would accept service by fax. 

On Tuesday, December 3"*, we replied and declined to accept informal service and 
restated our position that with proper notice of the subject matter and adequate time to prepare, 
Patton Boggs would make me available or designate a witness to appear. By the time the 
Marshal attempted to serve me, on Tuesday evening, I was out of town on a trip that my wife had 
arranged at least two weeks earlier. When extending the original invitation, the Committee never 
attempted to ascertain my availability on December 4’''. 

Nevertheless, on the morning of December d*, Ms. Maureen Mahoney, the lead attorney 
for the Embassy on the Vieima Convention issue was present in the hearing, willing and able to 
testify. Yet the Committee refused to permit her to testify. Also, prior to the hearing, our 
counsel on this matter, Mr. Robert Luskin, delivered a letter to the Committee again stating my 
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willingness to appear voluntarily, without the need for a subpoena, at any time, provided that I 
received adequate notice of the time and subject matter that I was expected to testify about. 

Despite this request, on Friday, December 6"', we learned that the Committee was 
planning to hold another hearing today from a newspaper opinion column, which by the way, 
completely mischaracterized or ignored the facts I have Just related. We again wrote to the 
Committee and again volunteered my appearance and asked for notice. It was only after we sent 
a letter to the Committee asking about this hearing that we received a letter from the Committee 
informing us of today’s hearing and its interest in having me testify. 

I am voluntarily here today and ready to answer your questions. 
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Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Deschauer. 

Mr. Gallagher. 

Mr. Gallagher. Mr. Chairman, Dr. Weldon, my name is Jamie 
Gallagher. I am 39 years old, self-employed in a consultant and lob- 
bying business, the Gallagher Group, LLC. I am not a lawyer. My 
counsel, James D. Wareham, is here with me today. 

For 4 V 2 years, I served as the Senior Policy Analyst for the Re- 
publican Study Committee here in the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives. During that period, Mr. Chairman, you served as the Study 
Committee’s vice chairman, and I was fortunate to work closely 
with you and your staff on a wide range of issues. 

From there I served as Director of Congressional Affairs at the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission from 1991 and 
1993. I then joined the staff of Senator Judd Gregg, your former 
colleague, as Legislative Director. 

I subsequently served as his Administrative Assistant, and ran 
his Washington, DC, office. In 1995, I joined the lobbying firm of 
Boland and Madigan as a vice president. In January 2000, I left 
Boland and Madigan to fulfill my entrepreneurial dreams and start 
my own lobbying and consulting business. 

On November 15, 2001, I was retained by the Royal Embassy of 
Saudi Arabia, through Qorvis Communications, LLC, to advise the 
Embassy on its relationship with the U.S. Congress, and to a lesser 
extent with the executive branch. I often confer with Members of 
Congress and their staff on matters of mutual interest. 

On October 8, 2002, this committee subpoenaed the Gallagher 
Group in connection with its investigation of whether any children 
of Saudi and American parents who are being kept by one parent 
in Saudi Arabia wish to return to the United States, but have been 
prevented from doing so. 

I was not retained by the Embassy to advise them on the han- 
dling of cases under investigation and have no direct knowledge 
about any of those cases. 

Immediately after receiving the subpoena, I gathered all docu- 
ments requested by the committee. All of the documents were pre- 
pared or maintained in my capacity as a registered agent of the 
Embassy. Upon learning of this committee’s demand for documents 
belonging to the Embassy, the Saudi Ambassador wrote me on Oc- 
tober 21, 2002, to request that I refrain from producing the docu- 
ments to this committee, because they are protected by the Vienna 
Convention. 

After reviewing analyses prepared by counsel for the Embassy, 
a letter prepared by the staff of this committee, and consultation 
with my own counsel, I concluded I must honor the Saudi Ambas- 
sador’s request. I am not a lawyer and I know very little about the 
complexities of the Vienna Convention. 

U.S. Department of State, the Department of Justice and the 
Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia are far more competent than I to 
express a view on the scope of the Vienna Convention. As I under- 
stand it, both the Departments of State and Justice believe the 
Embassy has raised this issue in good faith, and both agencies are 
in the process of carefully studying the Convention and analogous 
legal precedents. 
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I hold the institution of the House of Representatives in highest 
possible esteem. Indeed, I spent many years working as a staff and 
the Members in this body. I believe firmly, however, that I am not 
qualified to address the legal questions addressed by this commit- 
tee’s effort to obtain access to documents belonging to and reflect- 
ing confidential advice provided to the Saudi Embassy. In addition, 
I have not been involved in handling the cases that are at the core 
of this committee’s investigation. 

In conclusion, I am appearing here today to be interrogated on 
a highly technical legal matter with which I am nearly entirely un- 
familiar. I ask the committee to respect the position that I am in 
and recognize the limited value to be afforded by my testimony. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Deschauer follows:] 
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OPENING STATEMENT OF JAMES P. GALLAGHER 
FOR THE DECEMBER 11, 2002 HEARING BEFORE THE 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM OF 
THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

My name is Jamie Gallagher. I am 39 years old. I am self-employed. My consulting and 
lobbying business is The Gallagher Group, LLC. I am not a lawyer. My counsel, James D. 
Wareham, is here with me today. 

For four and a half years, I served as the Senior Policy Analyst for the Republican Study 
Committee in the United States House of Representatives. During that period, Mr. Chairman, 
you served as the Study Committee’s Vice Chairman and I was fortunate to work closely with 
you and your staff on a wide range of issues. From there, I served as Director of Congressional 
Affairs at the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission from 1991-1993. I then 
joined the staff of Senator Judd Gregg, your former colleague, as Legislative Director. I 
subsequently served as his Administrative Assistant and ran his Washington, DC office. In 
1995, 1 joined the lobbying firm of Boland and Madigan as a vice president. In January 2000, 1 
left Boland and Madigan to fulfill my entrepreneurial dreams and start my own small lobbying 
and consulting business. 

On November 1 5, 200 1 , 1 was retained by the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia, through 
Qorvis Communications, LLC, to advise the Embassy on its relationship with the United States 
Congress and, to a lesser extent, with the Executive Branch. I often confer with Members of 
Congress and their staff on matters of mutual interest. 

On October 8, 2002, this Committee subpoenaed The Gallagher Group in cormection 
with its investigation of whether any children of Saudi and American parents who are being kept 
by one parent in Saudi Arabia wish to return to the United States, but have been prevented from 
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doing so. I was not retained to advise the Embassy on the handling of the cases under 
investigation and have no direct knowledge about any of those cases. 

Immediately after receiving the subpoena, I gathered all documents requested by the 
Committee. All of the documents were prepared or maintained in my capacity as a registered 
agent of the Embassy. Upon learning of this Committee’s demand for documents belonging to 
the Embassy, the Saudi Ambassador wrote me on October 21, 2002 to request that I refrain from 
producing the documents to this Committee because they are protected by the Vienna 
Convention. After reviewing analyses prepared by counsel for the Embassy, and a letter 
prepared by the staff of this Committee, and after consultation with my own counsel, I concluded 
that I must honor the Saudi Ambassador’s request. 

I am not a lawyer, and I know very little about the many complexities of the Vienna 
Convention. The United States Department of State, the Department of Justice, and the Royal 
Embassy of Saudi Arabia are all far more competent than 1 to express a view on the scope of the 
Vienna Convention. As 1 understand it, both the Departments of State and Justice believe that 
the Embassy has raised this issue in good faith, and both agencies are in the process of carefully 
studying the Convention and analogous legal precedents. 

I hold the institution of the House of Representatives in the highest possible esteem. 
Indeed, I spent many years working as a staff member in this body. I believe firmly, however, 
that I am not qualified to address the legal questions raised by this Committee’s effort to obtain 
access to documents belonging to, and reflecting confidential advice provided to, the Saudi 
Embassy. In addition, I have not been involved in handling the cases that are at the core of this 
Committee’s investigation. 
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In conclusion, I am appearing here today to be interrogated on a highly technical legal 
matter with which I am nearly entirely unfamiliar. I ask that the Committee respect the position I 
am in and recognize the limited value to be afforded by my testimony. 
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Mr. Burton. Mr. Gallagher, before we go to Mr. Rosenberg, I 
would just like to ask you, you do know that when an agency or 
an individual gets a subpoena from the U.S. Congress and they 
refuse to honor that subpoena, they run the risk of being held in 
contempt by the Congress. You do understand that? 

Mr. Gallagher. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. I just wanted to make sure that you understood 
that, because the Saudi Government, even though the they are a 
client of yours, they are asking you not to do that, they have no 
authority to put you in legal jeopardy. But the subpoena that we 
have sent does, and we intend to pursue those documents, because 
we think they are very important as far as these women and kids 
are concerned. 

Mr. Rosenberg. 

Mr. Rosenberg. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Dr. Weldon. My 
name is Morton Rosenberg. I am a specialist in American public 
law at the Congressional Research Service at the Library of Con- 
gress. 

You have asked me here today to address two legal questions 
that have been raised in your proceedings. One is the lack of the 
authority to hold this hearing and to issue subpoenas during an ad- 
journment of the Congress and to enforce those subpoenas. 

And, second, you have asked me to say something about the effi- 
cacy of the attorney/client privilege claims before congressional 
committees. I have submitted a written statement which at length 
deals with these issues. I will shorten, briefly give you my conclu- 
sions. 

The Patton Boggs assertion to your committee that your commit- 
tee has no authority to engage in investigative oversight activity 
after the adjournment sine die of the House appears to lack a sub- 
stantive basis. It is founded essentially on two Office of Legal 
Counsel opinions, the Justice Department’s Office of Legal Counsel 
opinions which rely essentially on the fact that when Congress ad- 
journs it can’t pass any laws. And from that they deduce that not 
being able to pass laws, they can’t do oversight, they can’t inves- 
tigate, they can’t prepare for when Congress comes back in session. 

This is, of course, reputed by the fact that we are here today. 
That is some evidence of your authority. But the House and the 
Senate, by rules of their respective Houses, have authorized all of 
their standing committees to meet, hold investigative hearings, and 
to issue subpoenas during adjournments and recesses. 

Those rules are authorized by the Congress, which authorizes 
each House to promulgate rules for their activities. The allowance 
of committees to operate during recesses and adjournments have 
been recognized as far as back as 1790 by Thomas Jefferson in his 
writings. Indeed, if a proper contempt resolution is issued by a 
standing committee during this adjournment period, it may be re- 
ported by the Speaker of the House, who after due consideration 
of the committee’s report, may forward it to the U.S. Attorney for 
the District of Columbia for prosecution. 

The only pertinent court opinion on the Senator Bayh issue sup- 
ports your legislative authority. In that opinion, the Seventh Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals vacated an order of a direct court which chal- 
lenged the right of a committee to act during a recess in the effi- 
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cacy of a subpoena and said that court rather surprisingly denies 
the right of Congress to conduct business through its committees 
after it adjourns, even though all adjournment means is that the 
Congress is in recess. The Congress does not end until the congres- 
sional term expires. In this year it’s January 3rd. 

With respect to the congressional practice with respect to the 
common law testimonial privileges, that also has been recognized 
as being a matter that is in the discretion of the Chair and ulti- 
mately in the committee that is issuing subpoenas. Your committee 
and other committees, especially over the last — this discretion has 
been recognized since the 19th century, and over the last 25 years 
has been developed extensively, to the extent that committees like 
yours test each assertion of attorney-client privilege, which is wel- 
comed individually, with particular regard whether a court would 
accept such a claim. 

On the basis of the record before you, it would appear quite un- 
likely that the three firms retained by the Saudi embassy would 
meet the high burden necessary to establish such a claim. Of sig- 
nificant import, I believe, is the correspondence with the — the cor- 
respondence with the committee does not indicate that the firms 
are doing predominantly legal work for the Embassy but rather 
lobbying work or consulting work which courts have consistently 
found insufficient to invoke the privilege. 

You have invited, however, in your subpoenas and in your let- 
ters, these firms to present privilege logs, which hopefully would 
establish that they are doing actual legal work for the Embassy, 
and those, you know, could considered by you then. As of now, 
though, it’s my understanding that there has been no attempt to 
support their claims. 

I would be pleased to answer questions about both of these legal 
issues if you wish. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Rosenberg; and we appreciate al- 
ways your legal expertise and the information you give this com- 
mittee. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Rosenberg follows:] 
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Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee 

My name is Morton Rosenberg. I am a specialist in American Public Law in the 
American Law Division of the Congressional Research Service (CRS). Among my areas of 
professional concern at CRS are the problems raised at the interface of Congress and the 
Executive, and Congress and private sector persons, which involve the scope and application 
of congressional oversight and investigative prerogatives. Over the years I have been 
involved in advising Congress in a number of investigations, including Iran-Contra, Rocky 
Flats, Whitewater, Travelgate, Filegate, campaign fund raising during the 1 996 election, and 
the Clinton impeachment inquiry, as well as significant oversight disputes with private sector 
entities. My involvement has been advising Members and staff, majority and minority, on 
such matters as organization of the probes, subpoena issuance and enforcement, the conduct 
of hearings, and contempt of Congress resolutions, and it has required my dealing with a 
wide variety of legal and practical issues. 

You have asked me here today to provide legal and historical background to assist the 
Committee in assessing the legal substantiality of claims of testimonial privilege and lack 
of authority of your Committee to subpoena records from domestic firms under contract to 
the Embassy of Saudi Arabia to provide lobbying and public relations services. The claims 
have arisen in the course of an investigation the Committee instituted earlier this year 
regarding the removal of children who are Lfnited States citizens to Saudi Arabia and the 
refusal of that Kingdom’s government to assist in the repatriation of those children to their 
citizen parents who remain in the United States. After extensive efforts to gather information 
and effect an accommodation for the return of the children, which included an unsuccessful 
visit to the Kingdom by senior Committee staff, subpoenas were duly issued by the 
Committee on October 8, 2002, to three domestic firms -- Patton Boggs, LLP, Qorvis 
Communication, and the Gallagher Group — who have been retained by the Embassy to 
“advis[e] the Embassy and represent [ ] the Embassy (including speaking on its behalf) in 
discussions with the U.S. government, the media, and other groups.”' All three firms are 
registered as foreign agents pursuant to the requirements of the Foreign Agents Registration 
Act(FARA).^ 

On October 22, 2002, the the Saudi Arabian Ambassador notified the Chairman that 
it had directed the three firms not to respond to the Committee’s subpoenas on the grounds 
that the Embassy “retained these firms to assist in the performance of core diplomatic 
functions” which are protected from disclosure by Sections 24 and 27 of the 1961 Vienna 
Convention on Diplomatic Relations (Vieima Convention)." On the same date the three 
firms informed the Chairman of the Ambassador’s direction to claim diplomatic privilege, 
and in addition each asserted claims of attorney-client and work product privilege. More 
recently, by letter of December 3, 2002, Patton Boggs raised the question of the continued 
authority of the Committee to issue and enforce subpoenas since the House of 
Representatives adjourned sine die on November 22, 2002. 


' Letter to James C. Wilson, Chief Counsel, House Committee on Government Reform from 
Maureen E. Mahoney, Latham and Watkins, dated November 27, 2002. (Mahoney Letter). 

"22 U.S.C.A. 611-621 (2002). 

" 23 U.S.T. 3327, TIAS No. 7503 (April 18, 1961). 
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Last week you heard testimony from an expert on the Vienna Convention, Professor 
Eileen Denza of University College London, who concluded that neither Section 24 or 
Section 27 of that treaty prevented congressional access to the subpoenaed documents: “[I]t 
is not my view that the documents in the — which are clearly in the possession of the firms 
which have been subpoenaed are entitled to inviolability. And it is also my view, having - 
- in light of the correspondence I’ve seen, that the implications of accepting the proposition 
put forward that these archives are inviolable would be very far-reaching and very 
dangerous.” I will therefore confine my testimony to the remaining questions of the authority 
of your Committee to engage in investigatory activities during a sine die adjournment of the 
House and the efficacy of assertions of testimonial privileges in the congressional forum. 
The discussion will proceed as follows. I will briefly review the legal basis for investigative 
oversight and then describe the nature and scope of the congressional subpoena power and 
how it is enforced. This part of my testimony will conclude with a discussion of the 
Committee’s investigatory authority during sine die adjournment. Next I will turn to the law 
and practice with respect to the assertion of common law testimonial privilege before 
congressional committees and conclude with an assessment of the efficacy of such claims 
in the instant circumstances. 

The Legal Basis for Oversight 

Numerous Supreme Court precedents recognize a broad and encompassing power in 
Congress to engage in oversight and investigation that would reach all sources of information 
necessary for carrying out its legislative function. In the absence of a countervailing 
constitutional privilege or a self-imposed statutory restriction upon its authority. Congress 
and its committees have plenary power to compel production of information needed to 
discharge their legislative functions from executive agencies, private persons, and 
organizations. Within certain constraints, the information so obtained may be made public. 
Thus, an inquiring committee need only show that the information sought is within the broad 
subject matter of its authorized jurisdiction, is in aid of a legitimate legislative function, and 
is pertinent to the area of concern. 

Although there is no express provision of the Constitution that specifically authorizes 
Congress to conduct investigations and take testimony for the purposes of performing its 
legitimate functions, numerous decisions of the Supreme Court have firmly established that 
the investigatory power of Congress is so essential to the legislative function as to be implied 
from the general vesting of legislative power in Congress.'* Thus, in Eastland v. United 
States Servicemen 's Fund, the Court explained that “[tjhe scope of its power of inquiry 
... is as penetrating and far-reaching as the potential power to enact and appropriate under 
the Constitution.”^ In Watkins v. United States, the Court described the breadth of the power 
of inquiry: “The power of the Congress to conduct investigations is inherent in the 
legislative process. That power is broad. It encompasses inquiries concerning the 
administration of existing laws as well as proposed or possibly needed statutes.”^ The Court 
went on to emphasize that Congress’s investigative power is at its peak when the subject is 
alleged waste, fraud, abuse, or maladministration within a govermnent department. The 
investigative power, it stated, “comprehends probes into departments of tbe Federal 


“ McGrain v. Daugherty, 272 U.S. 135 (1927). 

’ 421 U.S. at 504, n. 15 (ofioimg Barenblatt v. United States, 360 U.S. 109, 111). 
<*354^8. 178, 187(1957). 
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Government to expose corruption, inefficiency, or waste.”’ “[T]he first Congresses,” it 
continued, held “inquiries dealing with suspected corruption or mismanagement of 
government officials”* and subsequently, in a series of decisions, “[t]he court recognized the 
danger to effective and honest conduct of the Government if the legislative power to probe 
corruption in the Executive Branch were unduly hampered.”’ Accordingly, the Court stated, 
it recognizes “the power of the Congress to inquire into and publicize corruption, 
maladministration, or inefficiencies in the agencies of Government.”'® 


The Subpoena Power 

The power of inquiry, with the accompanying process to enforce it, has been deemed 
"an essential and appropriate auxiliary to the legislative function.''" A properly authorized 
subpoena issued by a committee or subcommittee has the same force or effect as a subpoena 
issued by the parent House itself” To validly issue a subpoena, individual committees or 
subcommittees must be delegated this authority. Both Senate'* and House'"' rules presently 
empower all standing committees and subcommittees to require the attendance and testimony 
of witnesses and the production of documents. Special or select committees must be 
specifically delegated that authority by Senate or House resolution.'* The rules or practices 
of standing committees may restrict the issuance of subpoenas only to full committees or in 
certain instances allow issuance by a committee chairman alone, with or without the 
concurrence of the ranking minority member. 

Committees may issue subpoenas in furtherance of an investigation within their subject 
matter jurisdiction as defined by Senate'^ and House" rules which confer both legislative and 
oversight jurisdiction. Subpoenas may be issued on the basis of either source of authority. 

A witness seeking to challenge the legal sufficiency of a subpoena, i e . , the committee's 
authority, alleged constitutional rights violations, subpoena breadth, has only limited 
remedies available to raise such objections. The Supreme Court has ruled that courts may 
not enjoin the issuance of a congressional subpoena, holding that the Speech or Debate 


’’Id. 

"Id. at 182. 

"Id. at 194-195. 

Id. at 200 n. 33. 

" McGrain v. Daugherty, supra, XTi U.S. at 174-75. 

'"■Id. at 158. 

" Senate Rule XXVI( 1 )(A11 Senate rules hereinafter cited were in effect as of 200 1 unless otherwise 
indicated.). 

House Rule XI(2)(m)(l)(All House rules hereinafter cited were in effect as of 2001 unless 
otherwise indicated.). 

See, e.g., S.Res. 23, 100th Cong. (Iran-Contra); Sen. Res. 495, 96th Cong. (Billy Carter/Libya). 
Senate Rule XXV. 

House Rule X. 
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Clause of the Constitution'* provides "an absolute bar to judicial interference" with such 
compulsory process. As a consequence, a witness' sole remedy generally is to refuse to 
comply, risk being cited for contempt, and then raise objections as a defense in a contempt 
prosecution. 

Challenges to the legal sufficiency of subpoenas must overcome formidable judicial 
obstacles. The standard to be applied in determining whether the congressional investigating 
power has been properly asserted was articulated in Wilkinson v. United States: (1) the 
committee's investigation of the broad subject matter area must be authorized by Congress; 
(2) the investigation must be pursuant to "a valid legislative purpose"; and (3) the specific 
inquiries must be pertinent to the broad subject matter areas which have been authorized by 
the Congress.^” 

With respect to authorization, a committee's authority derives from the enabling rule 
or resolution of its parent body. In construing the scope of such authorizations, the Supreme 
Court has adopted a mode of analysis not unlike that ordinarily followed in determining the 
meaning of a statute: it looks first to the words of the authorizing rule or resolution itself, 
and then, if necessary, to the usual sources of legislative history, including floor statements, 
reports and past committee practice.^' 

As to the requirement of "valid legislative purpose," the Supreme Court has made it 
clear that Congress does not have to state explicitly what it intends to do as a result of an 
investigation.^^ When the purpose asserted is supported by reference to specific problems 
which in the past have been, or in the future may be, the subject of appropriate legislation, 
it has been held that a court cannot say that a committee of Congress exceeds its power when 
it seeks information in such areas.^* 

Also, in determining the pertinency of questions to the subject matter under 
investigation, the courts have required only that the specific inquiries be reasonably related 
to the subject matter under investigation.^"' An argument that pertinence must be shown 
"with the degree of explicitness and clarity required by the Due Process Clause" has been 
held to confuse the standard applicable in those rare cases when the constitutional rights of 
individuals are implicated by congressional investigations with the far more common 
situation of the exercise of legislative oversight over the administration of the law which 
does not involve an individual constitutional right or prerogative. It is, of course, well 
established that the courts will intervene to protect constitutional rights from infringement 


U.S. Const. Art. I, sec. 6, cl. 1. 

Eastland v. United States Servicemen’s Fund, 421 U.S. 491, 503-07 (1975). 

“ 365 U.S. 399, 408-09 (1961). 

Barenblattv. United States, 360U.S. 109, 117 1959); Watkinsv. United States, supra, 354 U.S. 
at 209-215. 

“ In re Chapman, 166 U.S. 661, 669 (1897). 

“ Shelton v. United States, 404 F.2d 1292, 1297 (D.C. Cir. 1968), cert, denied, 393 U.S. 1024 
(1969). 


Sinclair V. United States, supra, 279 U.S. at 299; Ashland Oil, Inc. v. F.T.C., 409 F.Supp. at 305. 
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by Congress, including its committees and Members. But "[wjhere constitutional rights are 
not violated, there is no warrant to interfere with the internal procedures of Congress."^'’ 

Finally, it is useful to note that the obligation to comply with a legitimate committee 
request for information and documents is not dependent on the issuance of compulsory 
process. As indicated previously, the witness found in contempt in the Sinclair case for 
refusing to respond to questions posed by the Committee appeared voluntarily. Further, the 
courts have held that the legal obligation to surrender documents requested by the chairman 
of a congressional committee arises at the time of the official request^’, and have agreed in 
construing 18 U.S.C. 1505, a statute proscribing the obstruction of congressional 
proceedings, that the statute is broad enough to cover obstructive acts in anticipation of a 
subpoena.^* Thus a refusal to comply with a letter request could engender a contempt 
citation in the proper circumstances. 


The Contempt Power 

While the threat or actual issuance of a subpoena often provides sufficient leverage for 
effective compliance with investigative information demands, it is through the contempt 
power that Congress may act with ultimate force in response to actions which obstruct the 
legislative process in order to punish the contemnor and/or to remove the obstruction. The 
Supreme Court early recognized the power as an inherent attribute of Congress' legislative 
authority, reasoning that if it did not possess this power, it "would be exposed to every 
indignity and interruption that rudeness, caprice or even conspiracy may mediate against it. 

There are three different kinds of contempt proceedings available. Both the House and 
Senate may cite a witness for contempt under their inherent contempt power or under a 
statutory criminal contempt procedure. The Senate also has a third option, enforcement by 
means of a statutory civil contempt procedure. The three proceedings may be briefly 
described.^” 


See, e.g., Yellinv. United States, 374U.S. 109, 143, 144(1969); Watkinsv. United States, supra; 
United States v. Ballin, 144 U.S. 1, 5 (1892). 

“ Exxon Corporation v. F.T.C., 589 F.2d 582, 590 (D.C. Cir. 1978). 

See, e.g., Ashland Oil Co. v. FTC, 598 F.2d 977, 980-81 (D.C. Cir. 1976). 

See, e.g. United States v. Mitchell, 877 F.2d 297, 300-01 (9* Cir. 1979)(“To give section 1505 
the protective force it was intended, corrupt endeavors to influence congressional investigations must 
be proscribed even when they occur prior to formal committee authorization.”); United States v. 
Tallent, 407 F.Supp 878, 888 (.N.D.Ga. 1975); United States v. North, 708 F.Supp. 372 (D.D.C. 
1988); United States v. North, 708 F.Supp. 389 (D.D.C. 1988)(holding that the defendants’ acts 
constituted the felony offenses of obstruction of Congress and of making false statements, even 
though the inquiry letters and responses occurred in the absence of committee votes and subpoenas 
or oaths). 

Anderson v. Dunn, 19 U.S. (6 Wheat) 204 (1821). 

” For a more comprehensive treatment of the history and legal develpment of the congressional 
contempt power, see Jay R. Shampansky, Congress' Contempt Power, CRS Report No. 86-83A, 
February 28, 1986. 
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(a) Inherent Contempt 

Under the inherent contempt power, the individual is brought before the House or 
Senate by the Sergeant-at-Arms, tried at the bar of the body, and can be imprisoned in the 
Capitol jail. The purpose of the imprisoiunent or other sanction may be either punitive or 
coercive. Thus, the witness can be imprisoned for a specified period of time as punishment, 
or for an indefinite period (but not, at least in the case of the House, beyond the end of the 
Congress) until he agrees to comply. When a witness is cited for contempt under the 
inherent contempt process, prompt judicial review is Available by means of a petition for a 
writ of habeas corpus. In an inherent contempt proceeding, although Congress would not 
have to afford the contemnor the whole panoply of procedural rights available to a defendant 
in a criminal case, notice and an opportunity to be heard would have to be granted. Also, 
some of the requirements imposed by the courts under the statutory criminal contempt 
procedure might be mandated by the due process clause in the case of inherent contempt 
proceedings.^* 

The inherent contempt power has not been exercised by either House in over sixty years 
because it has been considered to be too cumbersome and time consuming for a modem 
Congress with a heavy legislative workload that would be intermpted by a trial at the bar. 

(b) Statutory Contempt 

Recognizing the problems with use of the inherent contempt process, a statutory 
criminal contempt procedure was enacted in 1857 which, with only minor amendments, is 
codified today at 2 U.S.C. §§192 and 194. Under2U.S.C. § 192, a person who has been 
subpoenaed to testify or produce documents before the House or Senate or a committee and 
who fails to do so, or who appears but refuses to respond to questions, is guilty of a 
misdemeanor, punishable by a fine of up to $100,000 and imprisonment for up to one year. 
Section 1 94 establishes the procedure to be followed if the House or Senate refers a witness 
to the courts for criminal prosecution. A contempt citation must be approved by the 
subcommittee, the full committee, and the full House or Senate (or by the presiding officer 
if Congress is not in session). The criminal procedure is punitive in nature. It is not 
coercive because a witness generally will not be able to purge himself by testifying or 
supplying subpoenaed documents after he has been voted in contempt by the committee and 
the House or the Senate. Under the statute, after a contempt has been certified by the 
President of the Senate or the Speaker of the House, it is the "duty" of the U.S. Attorney "to 
bring the matter before the grand jury for its action." It remains unclear whether the "duty" 
of the U.S. Attorney to present the contempt to the grand jury is mandatory or discretionary, 
since the sparse case law that is relevant to the question provides conflicting guidance". 

This potential conflict between the statutory language of § 1 94 and the U. S. Attorney's 
prosecutorial discretion was highlighted by the inability of the House of Representatives in 
1982 to secure a contempt prosecution against the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, Ann Burford. Burford, at the direction of President Reagan, had asserted 


See, Groppi v. Leslie, 404 U.S. 496 (1972). 

See Todd D. Peterson, Prosecuting Executive Branch Officials for Contempt of Congress, 66 
NYUL Rev. 563 (1991); Hearing, "Prosecution of Contempt of Congress,” Before the Subcomm. 
on Administrative Law and Governmental Relations, House Comm, on the Judiciary, 98th Cong. 1 st 
Sess. 21-35 (1983) (Statement and Testimony of Stanley Brand). 
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executive privilege as grounds for refusing to respond to a subpoena demand for documents. 
She was cited for contempt by the full House and the contempt resolution was certified by 
the Speaker and forwarded to the U.S. Attorney for the District of Columbia for presentment 
to the grand jury. Relying on his prosecutorial discretion he deferred doing so pending a 
court challenge to the contempt citation, and after that suit was dismissed he further delayed 
submission while settlement negotiations were proceeding. Ultimately the Executive turned 
over the disputed documents and the House withdrew its contempt citation. 

The Burford controversy may be seen as unusual, involving highly sensitive political 
issues of the time. In the vast majority of eases there is likely to be no conflict between the 
interests of the two political branches, and the U.S. Attorney can be expected to initiate 
prosecution in accordance with § 194. 

(c) Civil Contempt 

As an alternative to both the inherent contempt power of each House and criminal 
contempt, Congress enacted a civil contempt procedure which is applicable only to the 
Senate.^^ Upon application of the Senate,^ the federal district court is to issue an order to 
a person refusing, or threatening to refuse, to comply with a Senate subpoena. If the 
individual still refuses to comply, he may be tried by the court in summary proceedings for 
contempt of court, with sanctions being imposed to coerce his compliance. Civil contempt 
might be employed when the Senate is more concerned with securing compliance with the 
subpoena or with clarifying legal issues than with punishing the contemnor. Civil contempt 
can be more expeditious than a criminal proceeding and it also provides an element of 
flexibility, allowing the subpoenaed party to test his legal defenses in court without 
necessarily risking a criminal prosecution. Civil contempt is not authorized for use against 
executive branch officials refusing to comply with a subpoena. 


Committee Investigatory and Enforcement Authority During Sine Die Adjournment 

As indicated previously, the Patton Boggs law firm has asserted doubt as to the 
authority of the Committee to issue or enforce subpoenas after the House of Representatives 
has adjourned sine die, which occurred on November 22, 2002. For this proposition Patton 
Boggs relies on two Department of Justice Office of Legal Counsel (OLC) opinions.^’ The 
OLC opinions appear contrary to law and congressional practice. 

The factual linchpin of the OLC opinions is that the House and Senate cannot enact 
legislation when they are not in session. From that obvious point, however, it does not 
follow, as the opinions would suggest, that during adjournment sine die the House, in support 
of its constitutional functions, cannot carry on other activities that will help the House 
discharge its continuing duty to oversee the Executive’s conduct of policy or that may lead 
to legislative proposals in a future session. Even during adjournments sine die, both the 


” See 2 U.S.C. 288d and 28 U.S.C. 1364. 

“ Usually brought by the Senate Legal Counsel. 2 U.S.C 288 d(a). 

“ 1996 WL 118 5162 (OLC)(“Congressional subpoena issued after an adjournment sine die of 
Congress loaks any legal force and effect and does not impose any legal obligation to comply with 
the subpoena.”); 6 Op. OLC 744 (1982Xsubpoenas issued before the adjourment of sine die of 
Congress lack continuing effect). 
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House and the Senate retain, by internal rule, full authority to continue the oversight and 
information gathering processes necessary for an informed performance of its constitutional 
duties. And, as the Supreme Court has recognized, the inherent authority of legislative 
committees and their subcommittees to conduct investigations includes the subpoena 
authority.^^ 

Although the purpose for a subpoena must relate to a proper constitutional function of 
the House or Senate, valid subpoena authority is not limited to those times when both Houses 
are in legislative session. It is an established principle that Congress can investigate matters 
that may in the future be the subject of legislation, whether or not particular legislative action 
has begun or is impending. 

The mere fact that legislative proposals cannot be brought to the floor of a house during 
adjoimiment cannot prohibit legislators from refining their legislative positions, nor does it 
preclude legislative committees and subcommittees from conducting hearings and preparing 
and issuing reports in contemplation of possible future legislative action. 

Congress itself has long understood that it has the constitutional authority to permit its 
committees to meet and conduct inquiries - sustained when necessary by the subpoena power 
- during sine die adjournments. By rule, the House has long authorized its standing 
committees and subcommittees “to sit and act at such times and places within the United 
States, whether the House is in session, has recessed, or has adjourned, and to hold such 
hearings as it considers necessary; ... and to require by subpoena or otherwise, the attendance 
and testimony of such witnesses and the production of such books, records, correspondence, 
memoranda, papers and documents as it deems necessary.”^* The Senate has an analogous 
rule.^’ 

The Constitution has expressly given the House and the Senate the right to establish 
just such a rule as part of their right to determine the rules of their proceedings.'*" Thomas 
Jefferson also recognized that Congress necessarily had the power to authorize its Members 
to meet and conduct business at whatever times Congress chose.'*' No sound basis exists for 
arguing that a house of Congress is not fully within its constitutional authority in authorizing 
its committees to conduct business at any time. 


SeeMcGrain v. Daugherty, 273 U.S. 135. 174-75 (1927). 

’’ See, e.g., Eastland v. United States Servicemen ’s Fund, 421 U.S. 491, 509 (1975) (“The very 
nature of the investigative function — like any research — is that it takes the searchers up some ‘blind 
alleys’ and into nonproductive enterprises. To be a valid legislative inquiry there need be no 
predictable end result.”); Watkins, 354 U.S. at 187 (describing Congress’ investigatory power as 
encompassing “proposed or possible needed statutes” and “surveys if defects in our social, economic 
or political systems”); In Re Chapman, 166 U.S. 66 1 , 669 ( 1 897) (explaining that Congress need not 
explain what it intends to do with information gathered in investigation). 

House Rule XI, (2)(m)(l), 

” Rule XXVI(i), Standing Rules of the Senate. 

■''' See U.S. Const. Art. I, §5 (“Each House may determine the Rules of its Proceedings....”). 

■“See Thomas Jefferson, Constitutionality of Residence Bill of 1 790, reprinted in 2 The Founders’ 
Constitution 300 (Philip B. Kurland & Ralph Lemer, eds., 1987). 
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The House and Senate rules authorizing continuing oversight by standing committees 
are not the only evidence of Congress’ concern that its investigative prerogatives not be 
impeded during recesses and adjournments. 2 U.S.C. 1 94, the statute through which criminal 
punishment may be imposed on contumacious congressional witnesses, also provides a 
mechanism for Congress to enlist the assistance of the courts in supporting its subpoena 
power even during a period of sine die adjournment. This section was enacted to overcome 
a judicially imposed limitation on Congress’ inherent contempt power that precluded 
Congress itself from holding a contemnor in custody beyond the end of a Congress.'*^ As 
originally enacted. Section 1 94 required a committee to report a contumacious witness to the 
full chamber as a prerequisite for certification of the matter to the Department of Justice. 
The statute made no provision, however, for reporting and certif^ng contempt when 
Congress was not in session.''^ 

In 1936, Congress amended Section 194 to permit congressional committees to report 
contumacious witnesses to Speaker of the House or the President of the Senate for 
certification to the Department of Justice when Congress was not in session."''' In a letter 
promoting the amendment, the Attorney General urged that the amendment make clear that 
Congress could certify criminal contempts to the Justice Department not only during recesses, 
but also during periods of adjournments.''^ Furthermore, the Executive branch has prosecuted 
witnesses whose contempts were certifiied during sine die adjournments, and the courts 
handling these cases have never expressed doubt that Congress has this authority.''® 

Finally no case law of which we are aware supports the claim that a House subpoena 
issued after the sine die adjournment of the second session of a Congress is invalid. On the 
contrary, the Seventh Circuit has rejected the related claim that a House subpoena issued after 
sine die adjournment lacked validity,"’ In vacating a contrary order of the district court, Judge 
Posner explained that the order: 


See Anderson v. Dunn, 19 U.S. at 226-30; Marshall v. Gordon, 243 U.S. at 542. 

See Act of Jan. 24, 1857, ch, 19, 1 1 Stat. 155, 156. 

"" See Act of July 13, 1936, ch. 884, 49 Stat. 2041. 

See Letter from Homer Cummings, Attorney General, to Hatton W. Sumners, Chairman of House 
Committee on the Judiciary, July 10, 1935, reprinted in H.R. Rep, No. 1567, 74* Cong., 1“ Sess. 2 
(1935). 

See e,g, Wilson V. United States, 369F.2d 198, 200 (D.C. Cir. 1966) (presumin;g, in case holding 
that section 194 does not require that Speaker of House or President of Senate automatically make 
criminal referral, that presiding officer has discretionary authority to make such referral during 
period of adjournment); Fields v. United States, 164 F.2d 97, 98-99 (D.C.. Cir. 1947)(affumiing 
contempt conviction of witness whose refusal to comply with House subpoena in August 1946 
occurred during sine die adjourment of 79* Congress), cert. Denied, 332 U.S. 851 (1948); see also 
4 Deschler’s Precedents of the U.S. House of Representatives , Ch.§§ 22.5, 2.6, at 193-95 (1977) 
(reciting fact of Speaker of House’s certification during sine die adjournment of, among others, 
Norton Anthony Russell and Donald Wheeldin for prosecution by U.S. attorney); Russell v. United 
States, 369 U.S. 749 , 742 (1962) (confirming that government prosecuted Russell); Wheeldin v. 
United States, 283 F.2d 535 (9* Cir. 1960Xconflrming that the government prosecuted Wheeldin), 
cert, denied, 355 U.S. 977 (1961). 

See Harris V. Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 93S F.2d 720, 723-224 (7* Cir. 
1991). 
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rather surprisingly denies the right of Congress to conduct 
business through its committees after it adjourns, even 
though all “adjournment” means is that the Congress is in 
recess; the Congress doesn’t end until the congressional term 
expires. U.S. Const., Amend, XX § 1; cf, 2 U.S.C. §194; 

United States V. American Tel. &Tel. Co., 551 F.2d384,390 
(D.C. Cir. 1976).''* 

The Harris decision thus recognizes that each Congress retains its full constitutional 
authority for the duration of its constitutional term, unlimited by decisions about when to 
convene in legislative session. 


The Efficacy of Claims of Attorney-Client, Work Product and Deliberations Process 
Privileges Before Congressional Committees 

The assertion of common law testimonial and evidentiary privileges by witnesses in the 
congressional forum is problematic. The precedents of the House of Representatives and the 
Senate, which are founded on Congress’ inherent constitutional prerogative to investigate, 
establish that acceptance of a claim of attorney-client privilege, work product immunity, or 
deliberative process privilege rests in the sound discretion of a committee, regardless of 
whether a court would uphold the claim in the context of litigation, and that committee 
resolutions of such claims have involved a pragmatic assessment of the needs of the 
individual committee to accomplish its legislative mission and the potential burdens and 
harms that may be imposed on the claimant of the privilege if it is denied. 

(a) The Attorney-Client Privilege 

In actual practice, the exercise of committee discretion whether to accept a claim of 
attorney-client privilege has turned on a “weighing [of] the legislative need for disclosure 
against any possible resulting injury.""” More particularly, the process of committee 
resolution of claims of privilege has traditionally been informed by weighing considerations 
of legislative need, public policy, and the statutory duty of congressional committees to 
engage in continuous oversight of the application, administration, and execution of laws that 
fall within their jurisdiction,™ against any possible injury to the witness. In the particular 
circumstances of any situation, a committee may consider and evaluate the strength of a 
claimant’s assertion in light of the pertinency of the documents or information sought to the 
subject of the investigation, the practical unavailability of the documents or information from 
any other source, the possible unavailability of the privilege to the claimant if it were to be 
raised in a judicial forum, and the conmiittee’s assessment of the cooperation of the witness 
in the matter, among other considerations. A valid claim of privilege, free of any taint of 
waiver, exception or other mitigating circumstance, would merit substantial weight. But any 


938 F.2d 723 

'*■’ Hearings, “International Uranium Cartel”, Subcomm. on Oversight and Investigations, House 
Comm, on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 95“" Cong., 1" Sess., Vol. 1, 123 (1977). 


™ See 2 U.S.C. 190d(1994). 
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serious doubt as to the validity of the asserted claim would diminish its compelling 
character.^' Moreover, the conclusion that recognition of non-constitmionally based 
privileges is a matter of congressional discretion is consistent with both traditional British 
parliamentary and the Congress’ historical practice.® 

The legal basis for Congress’ practice in this area is based upon its inherent 
constitutional prerogative to investigate which has been long recognized by the Supreme 
Court as extremely broad and encompassing, and which is at its peak when the subject is 
fraud, abuse, or maladministration within a government department.® The attorney-client 
privilege is, on the other hand, a judge-made exception to the normal principle of full 
disclosure in the adversary process which is to be narrowly construed and has been confined 
to the judicial forum.^'' The privilege has been deemed subject to a variety of exceptions, 
including communications between a client and attorney for the purpose of committing a 
crime or perpetrating a fraud or other obstruction of law at some future time, and to a strict 
standard of waiver.® Indeed, the proliferation of exceptions to the privilege led a panel of the 
Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit to comment that “the White House assumes the 
attorney-client privilege is more predictable than it actually is.’’*^ 

More particularly, with respect to the attorney-client privilege, a claimant must establish 
(1) a communication, (2) made in confidence, (3) to an attorney, (4) by a client, (5) for the 


® See, e.g., “Contempt ofCongress Against Franklin L. Haney,” H.Rept. No. 105-792, 105“’ Cong., 
2d Sess. 1 1-15 (1998); “Proceedings Against John M. Quinn, David Watkins, and Matthew Moore 
(Pursuant to Title 2, United States Code, Sections 192 and 194)," H.Rept. No. 104-598, 104* Cong., 
2d Sess. 40-54 (1996); “Refusal of William H. Kennedy, III, To Produce Notes Subpoenaed by the 
Special Committee to Investigate Whitewater Development Corporation and Related Matters”, Sen. 
Rept. No. 104-191, 104* Cong. 1“ Sess. 9-19 (1995); “Proceedings Against Ralph Bernstein and 
Joseph Bernstein,” H. Rept. No. 99-462, 99* Cong. 2d Sess. 13, 14(1 986); Hearings, “International 
Uranium Control,” before the Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations, House Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 95* Cong., 1” Sess. 60, 123 (1977). 

® See, Investigative Oversight: An Introduction to the Law Practice and Procedure of Congressional 
Inquiry, CRS Rept. No. 95-464A, 43-55(April 7, 1995). See also, Glenn A. Beard, Congress v. the 
Attorney-Client Privilege: A “Full and Frank “Discussion”, 35 Amer. Crim. L. Rev. 1 19 122-127 
(1997)(“[C]ongressional witnesses are not legally entitled to the protection of the attorney-client 
privilege, and investigating committees therefore have discretionary authority to respect or overrule 
such claims as they see fit.") (Beard); Millett, The Applicability of Evidentiary Privileges for 
Confidential Communications Before Congress, 21 John Marshall L. Rev. 309 (1988). 

® McGrain v. Daugherty, 272 U.S. 135, 177 (1926); Watkins v. United States, 354 U.S. 178, 187 
(1957); Eastland v. United States Servicemen’s Fund, 421 U.S. 491, 504 n.l5 (1975). 

Westinghouse Electric Corporation v. Republic of the Philippines, 951 F.2d 1414, 1423 (3dCir. 
1991). 

See generally, Paul R. Rice, Attorney-Client Privilege in the United States, chaps. 8:2-8: 1 5 and 
9 (1993)(Rice). However, at least two federal circuits have held that disclosures to congressional 
committees do not waive claims of privilege elsewhere. See, Florida House of Representative v. 
Dept of Commerce, 961 F.2d 941, 946 (1 1th Cir. 1992); Murphy v. Department of the Army, 613 
F.2d 1151, 1155 (D.C. Cir. 1979). 

® In re Grand Jury Subpoena Duces Tecum, 1 12 F. 3d 910, 921 (8* Cir. 1997), cert, denied sub. 
nom. Office of the President v. Office of the Irulependent Counsel, 1 17 S. Ct. 2482 (1997). 
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purpose of seeking or obtaining legal advice.” "The privilege does not extend, however, 
beyond the client's confidential communication to the attorney. The only communications 
protected by the privilege, then, are those that will disclose what the client said in confidence 
to the lawyer. But it does not protect the facts contained within communications.” 

The burden of establishing the existence of the attorney-client privilege rests with the 
party asserting the privilege.™ Blanket assertions of the privilege have been deemed 
"unacceptable'"*' and are strongly disfavored.® The proponent must conclusively prove each 
element of the privilege, but the mere fact that an individual communicates with an attorney 
does not make his communication privileged.® 

Moreover, courts have held that communications by an attorney in response to the client 
are not automatically privileged. These courts have reasoned that an attorney's 
communication can be privileged only derivatively, if the disclosure of the attorney's 
communication would reveal the content of the client's confidential communication to the 
attorney.^'' Also, when advice to a client is based on information supplied to the attorney 
from the public record it has been held to be non-privileged.*** 

Further, the case law has consistently emphasized that one of the essential elements of 
the attorney-client privilege is that the attorney be acting as an attorney and that the 
communication be made for the purpose of securing legal services. The privilege therefore 
does not attach to incidental legal advice given by an attorney acting outside the scope of his 
role as attorney. "Acting as a lawyer" encompasses the whole ambit of legal functions. 
"When he acts as an advisor, the attorney must give predominantly legal advice to retain his 


See, e.g., 8 Wigmore, Evidence, Sec. 2292, at 554 (McNaughton rev. ed 1 964); United States v. 
United Shoe Machinery Corp., 89 F.Supp. 357, 358-359 (D. Mass. 1950). 

** In re Fishel, 557 F.2d 209, 21 1 (9“' Cir. 1977). 

” Upjohn V. United States, 449 U.S. 884, 395 (1981X"The privilege only protects disclosure of 
communications; it does not protect disclosure of the underlying facts by those who communicated 
with the attorney."); Rice, supra, ch. 5: 1, at 288. 

“ See, e.g., In re Grand Jury Investigation No. 83-2-35, 723 F.3d 447, 450-51 (6* Cir. 1983) 

SEC V. Gulf & Western Industries, Inc., 518 F.Supp. 675, 682 (D.D.C. 1981). 

® In re Grand Jury Investigation No. 83-2-35, supra, 723 F.2d at 454; United States v. White, 970 
F.2d 328, 334 (7* Cir. 1992)("A blanket claim of privilege which does not specify what information 
is protected will not suffice."). 

® In re Grand Jury Subpoena Duces Tecum, 1 12 F.3d 912 (8* Cir. 1997)(rejecting applicability of 
common interest doctrine to communications at a meeting with White House Counsel's Office 
attorneys and private attorneys forthe First Lady.); United States v. Tedder, 801 F.2d 1437, 1442-43 
(4''' Cir. 1986)(friend's communication with attorney held not privileged despite the fact that friend 
was both lawyer and colleague in the same firm when he spoke to her not as a professional legal 
advisor, did not seek legal advice from her, and did not expect communications to remain 
confidential.); United States v. Costanzo, 625 F.2d 455, 468 (3d Cir. 1980)("[I]t is true that '[a] 
communication is not privileged simply because it is made by or to a person who happens to be a 
lawyer.'"). 

'*‘'Rice,ch. 5:2, at 306-312. 

Community Saving and LoanAss’n v. Federal Home Bank Board, 68 FRD 378, 382 (E.D. Wise. 
1975). 




1534 


CRS-14 

client's privilege of non-disclosure, not solely, or even largely, business advice. The court 
in SCMCorp. v. Xerox Corp. pertinently discusses the process of sorting out matters that have 
both business and legal components: 

The mere mention of business considerations is not enough to compel 

the disclosure of otherwise privilege material Here it is not clear that 

the decisions were the type in which business persoimel defer to the 
recommendation of legal staff. Licensing decisions may contain a 
legal component, but are not inherently dependent on legal advice; 
they are essentially business decisions. Legal advice should remain 
protected along with "nonlegal considerations" discussed between 
client and counsel that are relevant to that consultation, but when the 
ultimate decision then requires the exercise of business judgment and 
when what were relevant nonlegal considerations incidental to the 
formulation of legal advice emerge as the business reasons for and 
against a course of action, those business reasons considered among 
executives are not privileged. They are like any other business 
evaluations and motivations and do not enjoy any protection because 
they were alluded to by conscientious counsel . T o protect the business 
components in the decisional process would be a distortion of the 
privilege. The attorney-client privilege was not intended and is not 
needed to encourage businessmen to discuss business reasons for a 
particular course of action.. 


In order to ascertain whether an attorney is acting inalegalorbusiness advisory capacity 
the courts have held it proper to question either the client or the attorney regarding the general 
nature of the attorney's services to his client, the scope of his authority as agent, and the 
substance of matters which the attorney, as agent, is authorized to pass along to third parties.®* 
Indeed, proper invocation of the privilege may be predicated on revealing facts tending to 
establish the existence of an attorney-client relation.®’ 

Finally, it may be noted that the courts have held that work by law firms that is 
predominately lobbying in nature is not legal work and is not protected by the attorney-client 
privilege.™ 


Zenith Radio Corp. v. Radio Corp. of America, 121 F. Supp. 792, 794 (D.Del.. 1954). 

” 70 FRD 508, 517 (D. Conn. 1976). ^ee eAso Thomas v. Pansey Ellen Products, Inc., 672F.Supp. 
237, 243 (W.D.N.C. 1987)("It is client confidences, not attorney advice that are protected by the 
privilege"). 

Colton V. United States, 306 F.2d 633, 636, 638 (2d Cir. 1962); U.S. v. Tellier, 255 F.2d 441 (2d 
Cir. 1958); J.P. Foley & Co., Inc. v. Vanderbilt, 65 FRD 528; 526-27 (S.D.N.Y. 1974). 

“ See, e.g.. In re John Doe, Esq., 603 F.Supp. 1164, 1167 (E.D.N.Y. 1985) and In re Arthur 
Treachers Franchise Litigation, 92 FRD 429 (E.D. Pa. 1981), cases illustrating how probing the 
questioning may be to determine whether an attorney was in fact "acting as a lawyer." 

™ See, e.g.. In re Grand Jury Subpoena Dated March 9, 2001, 179 F.Supp. 270, 285 (S.D.N.Y. 

2001) ; Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation v. Hurwitz, No. Misc. 01-0287 (D.D.C. July 25, 

2002) ; U.S. Postal S ervice V. Phelps Dodge Refining Co. 852 F.Supp. 156 (E.D.N.Y. l994);North 

(continued...) 
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While no court has recognized the inapplicability of common law testimonial privileges 
in congressional proceedings in a decision directly addressing the issue,’' an opinion issued 
by Legal Ethics Committee of the District of Columbia Bar in February 1999, provides 
substantia! support for the longstanding congressional practice.” The occasion for the ruling 
arose as a result of an investigation of a Subcommittee of the House Commerce Committee 
into the circumstances surrounding the planned relocation of the Federal Communications 
Commission to the Portals office complex.” During the course of the inquiry, the 
Subcommittee sought certain documents from the Portals developer, Mr. Franklin L. Haney. 
Mr. Haney’s refusal to comply resulted in subpoenas foTthose documents to him and the law 
firm representing him during the relocation efforts. Haney and the law firm asserted attorney- 
client privilege in their continued refusal to comply. The law firm sought an opinion from the 
D.C. Bar’s Ethics Committee as to its obligations in the face of the subpoena and a possible 
contempt citation, but the Bar Committee notified the firm that the question was novel and 
that no advice could be given until the matter was considered in a plenary session of the 
Committee.’'' The firm continued its refusal to comply until the Subcommittee cited it for 
contempt, at which time the firm proposed to turn over the documents if the contempt citation 
was withdrawn. The Subcommittee agreed to the proposal.’^ 

Subsequently, on February 1 6, 1 999, the D.C. Bar’s Ethics Committee issued an opinion 
vindicating the action taken by the firm. The Ethics Committee, interpreting D.C. Bar Rule 
of Professional conduct 1.6(d)(2)(A),’* held that an attorney faced with a congressional 
subpoena that would reveal client confidences or secrets 

has a professional responsibility to seek to quash or limit the 
subpoena on all available, legitimate grounds to protect 
confidential documents and client secrets. If, thereafter, the 
Congressional subcommittee overrules these objections, 


’° (...continued) 

Carolina Electric Membership Corp. v. Carolina Power & Light Co. 1 lOF.R.D. Jll, S17M.D.N.C. 
1986). 

” The Supreme Court has recognized that “only infrequently have witnesses ... [in congressional 
hearings] been afforded the procedural rights normally associated with an adjudicative proceeding.” 
Hannah v. Larche, 363 U.S. 420, 425 (1960); see also, United States v. Fort, 443 F. 2d 670 (D.C. 
Cir. 1970), cert, denied, 403 U.S. 932 (1971) (rejecting the contention that the constitutional right 
to cross-examine witnesses applied to a congressional investigation); In the Matter of Provident Life 
and Accident Co., E.D. Tenn., S.D., CrV-1-90-219, June 13, 1990 (per Edgar, J.) (Noting that the 
court’s earlier ruling on an attorney-client privilege claim was “not of constitutional dimensions, and 
is certainly not binding on the Congress of the United States”.). 

” Opinion No. 288, “Compliance With Subpoena from Congressional Committee to Produce 
Lawyers’ Files Containing Client Confidences or Secrets,” Legal Ethics Committee, District of 
Columbia Bar, February 16, 1999. (D.C Ethics Committee Opinion). 

See, H. Report No. 105-792, supra note 3, at 1-6, 7-8, 15-16. 

^ See, “Meeting on Portal Investigation (Authorization of Subpoenas; Receipt of Subpoenaed 
Documents and Consideration of Objections); and Contempt of Congress Proceedings Against 
Franklin L. Haney,” H. Comm. On Commerce, lOS* Cong., 2d Sess. 48-50 (1998). 

at 101-105. 

Under Rule 1 .6(d)(2)(A) a lawyer may reveal client confidences or secrets only when expressly 
permitted by the D.C. Bar rules or when “required by law or court order.” 
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orders production of the documents and threatens to hold the 
lawyer in contempt absent compliance with the subpoena, 
then, in the absence of a judicial order forbidding the 
production, the lawyer is permitted, but not required, by the 
D.C. Rules of Professional Conduct to produce the 
subpoenaed documents. A directive of a Congressional 
subcommittee accompanied by a threat of fines and 
imprisonment pursuant to federal criminal law satisfies the 
standard of “required by law” as that phrase is used in D.C. 

Rule of Professional conduct 1.6(d)(2)(A). 

The D.C. Bar opinion urges attorneys to press every appropriate objection to the subpoena 
vmtil no further avenues of appeal are available, and even suggests that clients might be 
advised to retain other counsel to institute a third-party action to enjoin compliance,” but 
allows the attorney to relent at the earliest point when he is put in legal jeopardy. The opinion 
represents the first (and thus far the only) bar in the nation to directly and definitively address 
the merits of the issue. It, however, was expected to arouse a controversial and sensitive 
debate,’* particularly if congressional committees choose to subpoena client documents from 
attorneys as a matter of course. 

(b) The Work Product Doctrine 

The work product immunity,” another judge-made evidentiary exception, has always 
been recognized as a qualified privilege which may be overcome by a sufficient showing of 
need. The Supreme Court indicated, in the very case in which it created the doctrine, that 
“[w]e do not mean to say that all ... materials obtained or prepared with an eye toward 
litigation are necessarily free from discovery in all cases.”*" Thus the courts have repeatedly 
held that the work product privilege is not absolute, but rather is only a qualified protection 


” A direct suit to enjoin a committee from enforcing a subpoena has been foreclosed by the Supreme 
Court’s decision mEastlandy. United States Servicemen 'sFund, 421 U.S. 491, 501 (1975), but that 
ruling does not appear to foreclose an action against a “third party,” such as the client’s attorney, to 
test the validity of the subpoena or the power of a committee to refuse to recognize the privilege. 
See.e.g., United States w. AT&T, 561 121 (D.C.Cir. 1977)(entertaining an action bythe Justice 
Department to enjoin AT&T from complying with a subpoena to provide telephone records that 
might compromise national security matters). 

’* See, e.g., W. John Moore, “First Save All The Lawyers,” National Law Journal, July 24, 1999 at 
2170. 

™ Some courts refuse to call the doctrine a privilege at all. In City of Philadelphia v. Westinghouse 
Electric Corp. 210 F.Supp, 483, 485 (E.D. Pa. 1962), mandamus and prohibition denied sub nom. 
General Electric Corp, v. Kirkpatrick, 312 F.2d 742 (3d Cir. 1962), the court stated that the work 
product principle “is not a privilege at all; it is merely a requirement that very good cause be shown 
if the disclosure is made in the course of a lawyer’s preparation of a case.” 

Hickman v. Taylor, 329 U.S. 495, 511 (1974). 
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against disclosure,*' and that the burden is on the party asserting it to establish its 
applicability.*^ 

The qualified immunity from discovery of an attorney’ s work product recognized by the 
Supreme Court in Hickman v. Taylor,^ is now codified in Rule 23(b)(3)of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure.*'' The Rule provides that in a civil action there is qualified immunity from 
discovery when materials are: 

1 . “documents and tangible things;” 

2. “prepared in anticipation of litigation or for trial;” and 

3. “by or for another party or for that other party’s representative.” 


To overcome the qualified immunity, the party seeking discovery must make a showing of: 
(1) substantial need for the materials; and (2) inability to obtain the substantial equivalent of 
the information without undue hardship. Upon such a showing, the qualified immunity from 
discovery is overcome and the court will order the materials produced.** 

The federal rules do not define what is meant by the term “litigation” or “in anticipation 
of” However, the Special Master's Guidelines for the Resolution of Privilege Claims, 
approved and adopted by the district court in United States v. American Telephone & 
Telegraph Co.,^^ contain a detailed discussion of both phrases that reflects precedent to that 
time and has been influential since then. The Special Master defined “litigation” as including 
“a proceeding in a court or administrative tribunal in which the parties have the right to cross- 
examine witnesses or to subject an opposing party’s presentation of proof to equivalent 
disputation.”*’ 

We are aware of no court that has held the work product doctrine applicable to a 
legislative proceeding. A recent federal appellate ruling discussed below, support the 


*' See, e.g.. Central National Insurance Co. v. Medical Protective Co. of Forth Worth, 107 F.R.D. 
393, 395 (E.D. Mo. 1985); Chepanno v. Champion International Corp., 104 F.R.D. 395, 396 (D. 
Ore. 1984). 

Barclays American Corp. v. Kane, 746 F.2d653, 656 (10th Cir. Nutmeg Insurance Co. v. 
Atwell Vogel & Sterling, 120 F.R.D. 504, 510 (W.D. La 1988). 

** 329 U.S. 495 (1947). 

^ Rule 26(b)(3) provides in pertinent part: “Trial Preparation: Materials .. . .[A] party may obtain 
discovery of documents and tangible things . . . prepared in anticipation of litigation or for trial by 
or for another party or by or for that other party’ s representative (including the other party’ s attorney, 
consultant, surety, indemnitor, insurer, or agent) only upon a showing that the party seeking 
discovery has substantial need of the materials in the preparation of the party’s case and that the 
party is unable without undue hardship to obtain the substantial equivalent of the materials by other 
means. In ordering discovery of such materials when the required showing has been made, the Court 
shall protect against disclosure of the mental impressions, conclusions, opinions, or legal theories 
of an attorney or other representative of a party concerning the litigation.” 

See generally, 8 Wright, Miller and Marcus, Federal Practice and Procedure, Sections 2021-2028 
(1994). 

86 F.R.D. 603 (D.D.C. 1980). 

*’ 86 F.R.D. at 627. 
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proposition that it is not applicable. The definition is also consonant with the language of 
Rule 26(b)(3) which exclusively uses terms such as “party,” “litigation,” “trial” and 
“discovery” which are alien to the legislative hearing process.** 

In a 1997 Eighth Circuit decision. In re Grand Jury Subpoena Duces Tecum, 
involving, inter alia, a White House claim of work product immunity in the face of a grand 
jury subpoena for notes taken by White House Counsel’s Office attorneys during meetings 
with First Lady Hillary Rodham Clinton, a divided panel rejected the applicability of the work 
product doctrine on the ground that it had not been shown that the attorneys involved were 
preparing for or anticipating some sort of “adversarial proceeding” involving the First Lady. 
It held that neither the independent counsel investigation then in progress nor a possible 
congressional investigative hearing provided the element of “anticipation of litigation or trial” 
necessary to invoke the immunity: 


The White House’s argument that its 
lawyers were preparing for the QIC’s 
investigation is simply unpersuasive; as we have 
stated previously, the QIC is not investigating the 
White House, nor could it do so. White House 
officials may be under investigation on account 
of their individual acts, but we know of no 
authority allowing a client such as the White 
House to claim work product immunity for 
materials merely because they were prepared 
while some other person, such as Mrs. Clinton, 
was anticipating litigation. Cf. In re California 
Pub. Utils. Comm ’n, 892 F.2d 778, 781 (9th Cir. 
1989) (concluding that non-party to litigation 
may not assert work product doctrine). 

As a fail-back position, the White House 
suggests that anticipated congressional hearings 
will suffice as well as anticipated litigation. The 
Restatement seems to agree with the WTiite 
House. See Restatement § 136 cmt. h (stating 
that litigation “includes a proceeding such as a 
grand jury or a coroner’s inquiry or an 
investigative legislative hearing”). Neither the 
White House, Mrs. Clinton, nor the Restatement 
cites any authority for this proposition, however, 
and we have discovered none. Cf. P. & B. 
Marina, L.P. v. Logrande, 136 F.R.D. 50, 58-59 
(E.D.N.Y. 1991) (finding letters from lobbyist to 
client not protected work product), aff d, 983 
F.2d 1047 (2d Cir. 1992) (table). Even if it could 


** Wright, Miller and Marcus, supra, Section 2024 at 338-357; 86 F.R.D. at 627-30. 

*’ 112 F. 3d 910 (S'* Cir. 1997), cert, denied sub. nom. Office of the President v. Office of the 
Independent Counsel, 1 17 S. Ct. 2482 (1997). 
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be said that the White House anticipated a 
congressional investigation of the White House 
itself, rather than merely of individuals who work 
at the White House, and even if we consider a 
congressional investigation to be an adversarial 
proceeding, the only harm that could come to the 
White House as a result of such an investigation 
is political harm. As in our discussion of the 
common- interest doctrine, we decline to endorse 
the position of the White House where it is based 
on nothing more than political concerns.™ 


Conclusions 

The Patton Boggs assertion that your Committee has no authority to engage in 
investigative oversight activity after adjoununent sine die of the House lacks substantive 
basis. The House and Senate by rules of their respective houses have authorized all their 
standing committees to meet, hold investigative hearings, and to issue subpoenas during 
adjournments and recesses. Indeed, if a proper contempt resolution is issued by a standing 
committee during the adjoununent period, it may be reported to the Speaker of the House 
who, after due consideration of the commttee’s report, may forward it to the U.S. Attorney 
for the District of Columbia for prosecution. The only pertinent court opinion on the sine die 
issue supports legislative investigatory actions during the adjournment period. Finally, a 
number of contempt of Congress citations have been forwarded for prosecution by the 
Speaker during such periods without challenge. 

The congressional practice with respect to claims of common law testimonial privileges 
is to test each assertion individually, with particular regard to whether would accept such a 
claim. On the basis of the record now before us it would appear unlikely that that the three 
contractors with the Saudi Embassy would meet the high burden necessary to establish such 
a claim.Of significant import, the correspondence with the Committee does not indicate that 
the firms are doing predominately legal work for the Embassy, but rather lobbying or political 
consulting, which the courts have consistently found insufficient to invoke the privilege. 


1 12 F.3d at 924-925. 
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Mr. Burton. Ms. Mahoney. 

Ms. Mahoney. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

My name is Maureen Mahoney, and I’m an attorney at the law 
firm of Latham & Watkins. I have represented the Embassy on 
issues pertaining to sovereign immunity and diplomatic unity for 
over 20 years now. I am predominantly a constitutional and appel- 
late lawyer, but I consider myself an expert on these issues. 

I want to acknowledge at the outset that we understand that 
these are very important issues for the committee, and they are 
very important for the U.S. State Department and for all foreign 
embassies in the United States and abroad. We don’t take lightly 
the invocation of these lives, but I’ve studied these matters in great 
depth, and I want the chairman to understand that it is personally 
my opinion that the Embassy has properly interpreted the treaty 
and that it would be a breach of this treaty for the committee to 
try to hold these consultants and lawyers in contempt for failure 
to produce the documents that have been requested. I truly believe 
that. I think it’s the right answer, and I think if we litigated this 
issue ultimately a court would decide in our favor. 

I have attached to my testimony two letters that I’ve written to 
the committee which explain the legal issues in some great depth, 
and I would ask that they be entered into the record of this hear- 
ing. 

I’d like to address three basic issues. 

The first is why I think that our interpretation of the commit- 
tee — of the convention, of the treaty, is the correct one, why it’s 
reasonable, most consistent with the language and purposes. Sec- 
ond, I’d like to talk a little bit about Professor Denza’s opinion, 
which I understand you are relying upon quite heavily, and explain 
why I don’t think it’s persuasive. And, third. I’d like to talk a little 
bit about the issue of what implications our assertion of privilege 
has here for espionage and terrorist investigations, that sort of 
thing. 

First, I just want to put in the most plain and practical terms 
what the issue here is, and it’s really whether the Vienna Conven- 
tion, which is a very broad convention that’s designed to promote 
diplomatic relations in the United States, protects an embassy’s 
right to consult with local advisers in this country and in other 
countries on a confidential basis, whether that’s something that the 
convention is designed to promote. This answer affects not only the 
interests of the Saudi Embassy but every embassy here in the 
United States in the conduct of foreign affairs here and throughout 
the world. 

I’d like to make the first point, which is the language of the con- 
vention strongly supports the Embassy’s interpretation in this case 
in two respects. First, Article 24 makes it explicit that the archives 
and documents of the mission, the documents of the mission are in- 
violable at any time and wherever they may be. It is not simply 
documents that are in the possession of the Embassy but also docu- 
ments that belong to the Embassy that are located someplace else. 

Article 27 says that the U.S. Government, the receiving state, 
must promote and protect free communication on the part of the 
mission for all official purposes. That makes it clear that one of the 
responsibilities of the United States as a nation is to make sure 



1541 


that diplomatic missions can do their job by having free commu- 
nication; and courts have repeatedly said that means — can mean 
confidential communication if there’s a need for it in order to per- 
form their functions. 

In addition, the express purposes of the convention are very im- 
portant, because our courts repeatedly say that treaties have to be 
interpreted in a manner that promotes the purposes of the conven- 
tion, and here the express purpose is to ensure the efficient per- 
formance of the functions of diplomatic missions. Those functions 
are broadly defined to include ascertaining by all lawful means, 
conditions and developments in the host country, negotiating with 
the government of the host country and promoting friendly rela- 
tions between both countries. These purposes are directly impli- 
cated here. 

Looking at the purposes, I think we have to recognize that, espe- 
cially for countries that have cultures that are more different than 
our own, there is a great need to have local expertise, to have 
American advisers. Now, the Embassy could hire these advisers on 
a part-time basis and have them be at the Embassy, but there’s no 
reason in the law why they should be required to do that in order 
to get their services. Instead, it is commonplace for embassies, and 
I think for the U.S. Government as well, to hire consultants, local 
experts, on a contractual basis to serve as agents; and that’s what 
they have done here. 

Chairman Henry Hyde of the House International Relations 
Committee recently held hearings about the importance of im- 
proved public relations to U.S. foreign policy and explained the 
need to hire these very kinds of experts to help advise the United 
States how to promote its foreign policy interests throughout the 
world. So I don’t care that the Saudi Government is the only gov- 
ernment that has a need for outside expertise. The question, then, 
really is, is there a need for these communications to be confiden- 
tial? 

I think, Mr. Chairman, you’ve recognized before that things work 
best if there can be candid advice from advisers about how to pro- 
ceed, to make recommendations about what is the best course of 
proceeding in these child custody matters and elsewhere. They 
can’t get that candid advice if they’re not going to be able to have 
confidential communications. 

There is right now — in fact, the U.S. Supreme Court has said 
that it is too plain to question whether there is a need for govern- 
ments to have confidential communications when trying to decide 
how to proceed. Right now, we are in the middle of a circumstance 
where this committee is investigating these issues and where the 
Saudi government is attempting to negotiate a resolution with the 
State l3epartment, and yet the committee says it wants to see the 
confidential communications that relate to this ongoing diplomatic 
negotiation. That would seriously undermine the ability of the Em- 
bassy to get candid and confidential communications. 

I have to acknowledge that there has not been a U.S. court that 
has directly addressed this issue, but that doesn’t say that there 
isn’t strong support for our interpretation in a variety of contexts. 
And the reason it hasn’t been addressed I think is because it hasn’t 
been done before. I don’t believe this committee, or at least not that 
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I know of, has ever tested the Vienna Convention in this way be- 
fore by seeking these kinds of confidential documents from an em- 
bassy’s consultants. 

But I think the important thing here is to understand that in a 
variety of contexts the executive branch and U.S. courts have rec- 
ognized the need for confidential communications when deliberat- 
ing about issues of diplomatic negotiations. This goes all the way 
back to 1796 when George Washington refused to provide informa- 
tion to Congress relating to ongoing diplomatic negotiations and 
said that these kinds of negotiations often depend on secrecy and 
a full disclosure of all the measures, demands or eventual conces- 
sions which may have been proposed or contemplated might have 
a pernicious influence 

Mr. Burton. Would the gentlelady yield just a moment? Wasn’t 
George Washington, in effect, using executive privilege as the 
President in that case? 

Ms. Mahoney. Yes, he was. 

Mr. Burton. Well, we’re not talking about executive — the Presi- 
dent using executive authority in this particular case. 

Ms. Mahoney. Mr. Chairman, what we’re talking about is a con- 
vention that says that the U.S. Government has an obligation to 
protect and promote free communications for official purposes by a 
government, by a sovereign. This is a foreign sovereign, and the 
point here is that as part far back as 1796 George Washington told 
this Congress that it would undermine the operations of the U.S. 
Government to share that information, very similar information, 
with congressional committees, even though they were on the same 
team, and yet 

Mr. Burton. Ms. Mahoney, we’ve gone beyond the 5 minutes, 
but you and I can have a little dialog here, because I think it’s very 
important that we go into this in some detail. It sounds like to me 
that the Saudi Embassy is prepared, using you as their legal ad- 
viser, to go to court to try to protect these documents, and I can 
understand that. And whether or not I agree with you or whether 
or not Ms. Denza agrees with you, who’s the foremost expert on the 
Vienna Convention, the fact of the matter is this could be tied up 
in court for a long time and this could end up being a moot point. 

So let me just ask you this. Let’s just say, for example, that the 
Saudi Embassy and the Saudi Government knew something about 
the 15 terrorists from Saudi Arabia that blew up the World Trade 
Center and attacked the Pentagon here in the United States and 
let’s say there was some correspondence that was transmitted be- 
tween their lobbying firm and the Saudi Embassy that may have 
shed some light on this. And let’s just say that there might be some 
more possible terrorist attacks that might be in the offing that 
might be enumerated or, if not enumerated, maybe some informa- 
tion might be in those documents that would lead us to preventing 
the possible attack that might occur. Are you telling us that, be- 
cause of this privilege, we couldn’t get that information, the U.S. 
Congress? 

Ms. Mahoney. Mr. Chairman, if the Saudi Government has re- 
tained agents in the United States to assist in the — in acts of ter- 
rorism, that agency relationship would be void for illegality from 
the get-go. There would be no protection for documents in the pos- 
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session of the third party under those circumstances. I do not be- 
lieve that an American court would say that under those cir- 
cumstances that was a proper agency relationship or that the docu- 
ments would be the property of the Embassy. 

Mr. Burton. So now we’re talking about kidnapped children, 
kidnapped from the United States. Now, can you tell me the dif- 
ference? 

Ms. Mahoney. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Wait a second. We’re talking about breaking a law 
with the complicit support of the Saudi Embassy. In the case of the 
Terre Hautean young woman, her daughters were taken, three of 
them. The court of jurisdiction had contacted the Saudi Embassy, 
told them that they were not to take those children out of the coun- 
try. They knew of the divorce decree and who had custody. The fa- 
ther said he wouldn’t take them out of the country. He went di- 
rectly to the Saudi Embassy, got three passports for the children, 
and the mother hasn’t seen them since. They’re in Saudi Arabia. 
Now, that’s a kidnapping case. Now, we’re talking the difference 
here between a terrorist case and a kidnapping case, and I want 
you to define the difference. 

Ms. Mahoney. Mr. Chairman, these consultants and lawyers 
have not been hired to assist the Saudi Embassy in kidnapping. 

Mr. Burton. Well, we don’t know what’s in those transmissions. 
We don’t know what’s in that correspondence. Just like if there was 
a terrorist involvement and that correspondence took place, we 
wouldn’t know that unless we saw the documents. 

Ms. Mahoney. Mr. Chairman, there are a variety of sources of 
information; and courts often draw lines based on the information 
that the U.S. Government has. The U.S. Government doesn’t have 
any information that these firms, which have been assisting the 
Saudi Embassy and responding to your concerns and working with 
the State Department, have been hired as part of an illegal scheme 
to engage in criminal wrongdoing 

Mr. Burton. Ms. Mahoney, let me just say this. We talked to 
Mr. Petruzzello when he was last here and he said he didn’t know 
anything about a lot of these issues, but when we pushed him, he 
told us he was involved in the writing of letters, in the writing of 
all kinds of documents that showed very clearly that the Saudi 
Government was not involved in any way and was not guilty of in- 
volving themselves in these things. I mean, he was involved — and 
he said that under oath — he was involved in writing these docu- 
ments. 

Now, why, if he was involved in these documents, would that not 
be a part of the problem? 

Ms. Mahoney. Well, because he wasn’t hired to commit illegal 
acts, Mr. Chairman. That — I don’t think there’s been any sugges- 
tion that there is evidence to indicate that these consultants and 
lawyers have been hired to 

Mr. Burton. But that’s not the point. But he may, through the 
correspondence he may have, be aware, or his firm may have in 
their possession, evidence about illegal acts. Just like if there was 
a terrorist attack and there was some correspondence that might 
be relevant to that, they would have that in their files as well. So 
I don’t see the difference. 
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Ms. Mahoney. Mr. Chairman, the Embassy could certainly 
have — any embassy, not the Saudi Embassy, any embassy in the 
United States could have information that the U.S. Government 
might like to have, documents that are in their possession or that 
they own that are located elsewhere, but that doesn’t mean what 
the U.S. Government is entitled to have them. It is a signed treaty 
that says it will respect the protections of the treaty, and those pro- 
tections require the United States to promote and protect free com- 
munication, and they also require them to respect the inviolability 
of documents that belong to the Embassy how and where they’re 
located. 

Mr. Burton. I won’t belabor this. I will just say that I have 
heard of your credentials. I know that you’re a very, very brilliant 
attorney and you’ve done an outstanding job over the last several 
years, many years, and you’ve represented the Saudi Embassy 
many times and I think you acquit yourself very, very well. But the 
fact of the matter is the foremost authority in the world on the Vi- 
enna Convention testified last year that she does not agree with 
your — but you are being paid by the Saudi Embassy, which you’ve 
admitted, and I understand you’re going to take their position, and 
I understand that it’s likely that if we press this that you’ll go to 
court to keep the American people from knowing what was in 
those — that correspondence. 

Now, let me just go on, because I feel very strongly about this. 
We have here women who have had their children kidnapped while 
under a court order to stay in the United States. Their kids have 
not been seen since and may never be seen again. They can’t even 
talk to these kids. Some of these women that I talked to in Saudi 
Arabia told me that their lives were threatened on a regular basis 
by their husbands if they didn’t walk the talk and do exactly what 
they said. 

If you lived in Saudi Arabia, if you lived there and was married 
to a Saudi and he said, “Don’t leave the house,” and you did, 
there’s nothing the government could do if he beat the hell out of 
you and made your life a hell on earth. And you’re an American 
citizen, and we’ve got American citizens over there that are suffer- 
ing like that right now, and we’re trying every way we can to get 
these kids and these women back. 

One woman told me she wanted to be put in a box with her kids 
and sent out of the country in the belly of a plane, if necessary. 
She said, anything to get us out of here because of the hell we’re 
living in. And it was not an isolated case. And the bottom line is 
all of these machinations that are taking place right now by the 
Saudi government, their lobbyists and you — I’m sure they’re legal, 
but the point is, wrong is being done, and they can’t get their kids 
back, and all these roadblocks that are being thrown up, and 
you’re — I’m sure you could throw up a legal roadblock that would 
tie this thing up, and you probably will, for months. 

And the thing that bothers me is nothing is going to be done 
about these kids or these women — nothing — and you keep saying 
the State Department is responsible for doing that. Well, I agree, 
they should be putting pressure on them, but they haven’t done 
anything, and our Justice Department isn’t doing anything. And, 
God forbid, the administration really hasn’t done much, and I have 
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high regard for it. But the fact of the matter is these kids aren’t 
coming home. They’re American citizens. 

We had one case where a woman went to get her kids, took them 
to the Embassy, said, this is American soil, we want our kids to 
go — we want to go to America; and the Embassy official had a Ma- 
rine pick the kids up and take them to the front gate. The woman 
was arrested, and the kids were sent back. The girl was 12 years 
old, and because there was a reprisal that was going to take place, 
the father married her off at 12 years old to a man she didn’t even 
know. 

Now, you know, that sort of thing goes on, and what you’re say- 
ing now is that the Saudi Arabian Government has a legal right 
for us not to get documents that may or may not prove that they 
were complicit in this kidnapping, and kidnapping is a felony, and 
you’re saying that there’s a difference between that and terrorist 
activity. And I just don’t see the difference. 

Ms. Mahoney. Mr. Chairman, if the Saudi Embassy was 
complicit, by, for instance, issuing a visa, that is not kidnapping 
under U.S. law. I mean, there is a case on this in the Ninth 
Circuit 

Mr. Burton. It wasn’t a visa. It was a passport. 

Ms. Mahoney. Well, whatever. I mean, I think the point is the 
same. These are serious issues. They’re obviously serious issues. 
It’s commendable for the committee to look into them, but, at the 
same time, it is the responsibility of the U.S. Government to honor 
its obligations under the treaty to go about its processes in a way 
where it acquires the information in a manner that’s consistent 
with the treaty. 

The Saudi Government has offered to provide information in a 
variety of different ways; and I have to say, Mr. Chairman, I was 
very troubled by the letter that I received from counsel for your 
staff today and by the opening comments that essentially said that 
the fact that I have tried to reach some sort of compromise that 
would allow the committee to get access to underlying facts without 
having to disclose the confidential deliberations that are reflected 
in these documents was an indication that the Embassy didn’t real- 
ly care about inviolability after all, that this wasn’t really 
important 

Mr. Burton. Well, let me comment about that letter, because I 
approved it. I approved that letter, so don’t blame the counsel. 
Blame me. 

Let me just tell you this. The Embassy said that they would give 
these documents to a third party, and the third party would give 
us information of those documents that was relevant to our inves- 
tigation. The problem with that, counsel, is that we don’t know 
that the third party is going to give us all of the information that’s 
relevant to our investigation. We don’t know that the third party 
is going to be honorable. 

The Saudi Government has paid $200,000 to Mr. Petruzzello’s 
firm a month — I don’t know how much he’s paying to everybody 
else or you, but I don’t know whoever the third party that would 
get these documents might not be getting a pretty good hunk of 
money from them as well. 
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Now, let me just finish — and, as a result, this committee is trying 
to find out why these kids are stuck over in Saudi Arabia and these 
women are stuck over in Saudi Arabia. We might never get the 
facts. 

Now, I don’t know whether you’re aware of it, and this is a little 
different subject, but the Saudi Embassy and the Saudi Govern- 
ment has been faced with a lot of problems lately. 

One of the problems is, after a suicide bomber blows up them- 
selves, killing a lot of people in the Middle East, they end up pay- 
ing the family some money, because they’ve gone through some suf- 
fering. 

Also, the Saudi Ambassador, Mr. Bandar, to the United States, 
his wife gave money to some people that was a conduit, we believe, 
to the terrorists that attacked us on September 11th at the World 
Trade Center and the Pentagon. 

Now, both of those things are in question right now. So, you 
know, we don’t have the greatest feeling of honesty and integrity 
coming out of the Saudi Embassy. 

Then we have an expert from the Vienna Convention that says 
we’re entitled to these documents that we have subpoenaed from 
these lobbyists who are getting $200,000 a month, and what do we 
get? We get nothing but a person coming up here whose expertise 
on the Vienna Convention may be very good, but you’re certainly 
not known as the foremost authority. But you said very clearly that 
if this is tested in court, in court, that you feel like your position 
would be upheld. 

Now, there’s a — I know you don’t mean it this way, but there’s 
an implied threat there that if we pursue this, this is going to end 
up in court and it will drag on for months and months and months 
and maybe years. You know what I’m talking about. You know how 
the courts are. And so these women and these kids aren’t coming 
home, and the Saudi Government once again with their money and 
their stonewalling will be able to stop the American government 
through our very good, open, legal system from getting to the truth 
and getting to an honest resolution of this. 

The fact of the matter is, these are American citizens we’re talk- 
ing about who are there against their will, who want to come home, 
and they can’t, and the Saudi Government is blocking it. And 
you’re going to do a great job. I’m sure, as you have in the past, 
legally to make sure that happens. 

Ms. Mahoney. Mr. Chairman, could I respond for a moment to 
Professor Denza’s opinion? I promise to be brief. 

But you have referred to her so many times as the leading au- 
thority, and I do think it’s very important to point out that Profes- 
sor Denza’s opinion about this actually changed several times and 
that it was not actually firmly grounded in the language or pur- 
poses of the Convention. And, in particular, when you sent a letter 
sending her opinion in the first instance, you said. Professor Denza 
believes that the most relevant precedent supports the committee’s 
position. It was a decision by a British court that she had relied 
upon in her opinion to say that any document an embassy volun- 
tarily gives to a third property cannot be the property of the em- 
bassy under Article 24. 
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But she actually misread the holding of that case, Mr. Chairman. 
In fact, the court actually held that the, “property in the docu- 
ment,” would pass to a third-party recipient, “in the absence of any 
relationship of principal and agent.” 

That’s exactly what we have here, is documents that are passing 
between the principal and the agent. So the case — the one case she 
said was relevant actually supports our interpretation, not hers. 
So 

Mr. Burton. Ms. Mahoney, we’re not here today to get into the 
legal arguments that you may be preparing for a court of law, and 
we don’t have the time to go into all the legal fine points about 
this. So let me go on and get on with the other questions that we 
want to ask the panel, because we’re going to be here a long time. 
We’ll get back to you with some more questions. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Mahoney follows:] 
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STATEMENT OF MAUREEN E. MAHONEY 
BEFORE THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM 
DECEMBER 11. 2002 

My name is Maureen Mahoney, and I am an attorney at the law firm of Latham & 
Watkins. I have advised the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia on issues involving diplomatic and 
sovereign immunities for more than twenty years. 

I want to acknowledge at the outset that the Committee has raised important 
questions about the scope of its legal authority to subpoena documents from Embassy 
consultants. But after studying the matter in depth, I am firmly convinced that those subpoenas 
violate the treaty obligations of the United States under the Vierma Convention on Diplomatic 
Relations — and that any U.S. court would, after reviewing the matter, come to the same 
conclusion. I have attached to my testimony two letters that 1 have written to the Committee 
which explain the legal basis for that conclusion in depth, and I ask that they be entered into the 
record of this hearing. 

Put in the most plain and practical terms, the issue at stake here is whether the 
Vienna Convention protects an embassy’s right to consult with local advisors in the host country 
on a confidential basis. The answer to that question will affect not only the ability of foreign 
embassies to consult with American advisors here in Washington, but also the ability of 
American embassies all around the world to seek confidential advice from local experts when 
they need it. 

By making “[t]he archives and documents of the mission . . . inviolable at any 
time and wherever they may be” and by promising “free communication on the part of the 
mission for all official purposes,” the plain language of the Vienna Convention makes it clear 
that it was intended to protect documents located outside of the embassy itself, and 
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communications with persons outside of the embassy. In addition, the Convention’s Preamble 
states that the purpose of these privileges and immunities is to “ensure the efficient performance 
of the functions of diplomatic missions.” The Convention defines those “functions” to include 
negotiating with the government of the host country, ascertaining by all lawful means conditions 
and developments in the host country, and promoting friendly relations between both countries. 

It is quite clear, in my opinion, that embassies will frequently need expert local 
advice in order to perform all of those frmctions, particularly in countries that have governments, 
legal systems, and cultural traditions that are unfamiliar. Even the United States government, 
with its vast resources, sometimes has a need for outside advice - including government and 
public relations advice of the sort provided to Saudi Arabia by these consultants. For example. 
Chairman Herrry Hyde of the House International Relations Committee has held several hearings 
over the past year about the importance of improved public relations to U.S. foreign policy, and 
has explained that in order to improve its image around the world the U.S. must “tap[] into the 
private sector’s vast expertise in the creation and promotion of compelling messages and 
images.”' 

Although the U.S. courts have never had an opportunity to decide this precise 
question under the Vienna Convention, they have consistently held in other contexts that the 
efficient functioning of the U.S. government requires the ability to keep certain deliberations 
about policy matters strictly confidential, and that the government’s need for confidentiality 
extends to conversations with outside consultants. That need for confidentiality is strongest in 
the context of diplomatic negotiations. The U.S. executive branch has consistently refused 
requests by Congress for documents relating to treaty negotiations, going back to the 

' Floor statement by the Honorable Henry J. Hyde, introducing the Freedom Promotion Act of 
2002 (July 22, 2002). Available at http://www.house.gov/intemational_relations. 
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administration of George Washington — ^who explained in 1796 that the success of foreign 
negotiations “must often depend on secrecy,” and that “a full disclosure of all the measures, 
demands, or eventual concessions which may have been proposed or contemplated . . . might 
have a pernicious influence on future negotiations.” 

In light of those analogous precedents, I am confident that a U.S. court would 
similarly interpret the language of the Vieima Convention to protect an embassy’s ability to 
consult agents and advisors like these on a confidential basis. The documents which the 
Committee has subpoenaed include confidential communications and deliberations relating to 
ongoing negotiations between the Embassy and the U.S. State Department — concerning, among 
other things, a potential treaty to govern the resolution of child custody disputes between citizens 
of both countries. These are precisely the kinds of communications that the United States has 
long recognized must be confidential. 

At last week’s hearing, a London law professor stated her opinion that the 
Convention does not protect documents like these. With due respect to Professor Denza, 1 
believe she is simply wrong. Professor Denza agreed that under settled law the Convention 
protects all documents that belong to an embassy as a matter of property right, even if they are 
not in the embassy’s immediate possession. She also conceded that, as a U.K. lawyer, she has no 
expertise on the relevant U.S. property law. As I and now Professor Charles Wolfram have 
explained to the Committee, these documents clearly belong to the Embassy under settled U.S. 
law. 

Professor Denza merely expressed her personal opinion that the interpretation of 
the Convention should not follow background property law principles in this context for policy 
reasons that she did not really explain. 1 do not think her conclusion is persuasive for three 
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primary reasons. First, she did not give any weight to the express purpose of the Convention to 
promote the efficient functioning of the Embassy. The U.S. Supreme Court, however, has 
squarely held that the interpretation “most faithful” to the express purposes of the treaty should 
control. As the D.C. Circuit has repeatedly held, it makes no sense to say that a government can 
have confidential communications with advisors if it hires them as part-time employees hut not if 
it hires them as outside consultants. Second, Professor Denza’s interpretation of the Convention 
is contrary to the only relevant precedent that she identified. In your letter of November 21, 

2002, you asserted that “Professor Denza believes that the most relevant precedent supports the 
Committee’s position.” Indeed, the opinion from Professor Denza attached to your letter 
asserted that a British Court held that any document an Embassy voluntarily gives to a third party 
cannot be the property of the Embassy under Article 24. As Professor Denza later 
acknowledged, she misread the holding of the case. The Court actually held that the “property in 
the document” would pass to a third party recipient “in the absence of any relationship of 
. . . principal and agent." There is no dispute that the documents at issue here are in the 
possession of agents of the Embassy. Third, a careful review of the correspondence and her 
testimony will also reveal that Professor Denza expressed three different interpretations of the 
Convention in the space of less than a week. This illustrates that her analysis was not based on 
firm research, and explains why Adel al-Jubeir expressed a belief the day before the hearing that 
Professor Denza had changed her views after her first letter to the Committee. Indeed she had; 
hut she changed them a second time the following day. 

I know that the Committee has also expressed concerns about the potential 
implications of the Embassy’s interpretation of the Convention. As I have explained in my prior 
letters to the Committee, I do not believe that there is any danger that respecting the Convention 
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in this context will seriously interfere either with the enforcement of FARA, or with future 
espionage investigations. First, respecting the Convention in this context will not prevent the 
enforcement of FARA. The purpose of FARA has never been to publicize confidential advice. 

Its purpose is to permit the American people to identify and keep track of any political 
propaganda publicly spread at the behest of foreign principals. If the Embassy is correct that 
confidential communications and documents in the files of its consultants are privileged from 
disclosure under the Vienna Convention, those consultants would still have to disclose under 
FARA their relationship to the Embassy, any public information they disseminated on its behalf, 
and their own financial records showing what the Embassy did and did not pay for. In addition, 
the majority of FARA registrants do not work for embassies. Given that, I do not think the 
Committee’s concern that the Embassy’s interpretation will “gut” FARA is well-founded. In 
addition, the federal district court here in D.C. has also already held that FARA does not trump 
privileges created by other law. The diplomatic privileges established by the treaty are every bit 
as important as the claims of attorney-client privilege the court upheld in that case. 

Second, I do not believe that the principles we have been discussing under the 
Convention would pose any problem for future espionage investigations. Article 27 of the 
Convention only protects communications made for “official purposes,” and espionage is plainly 
outside the legitimate functions of a diplomatic mission as defined by the Convention. Similarly, 
Article 24 protects documents outside of the actual possession of an embassy only if they belong 
to the embassy under principles of property law. While documents sent to or prepared by an 
agent in the course of a lawful agency relationship ordinarily belong to the principal under U.S. 
law, I see no reason why the same would be true of documents possessed by someone hired for 
wholly unlawful purposes. Indeed, I believe a reviewing court would have no difficulty 
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concluding that an agency relationship established to further espionage was entirely void for 
illegality as a matter of U.S. agency law. And of course any documents or secrets stolen from 
the U.S. government would never be held to belong to anyone other than the U.S. government. 

Thank you for inviting me to testify today, and for engaging in a dialogue on 
these difficult and important issues. The Embassy would very much like to find a resolution of 
this dispute that gets the Committee the information it needs while respecting the confidentiality 
of the Embassy’s diplomatic deliberations. 1 have initiated discussions with your staff on this 
issue and hope that we will be able to continue that dialogue. 
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James C. Wilson, Esq. 

Chief Counsel 

Committee on Government Reform 
U.S. House of Representatives 
2157 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Jim: 

I have received a copy of Chairman Burton's November 21, 2002 letter to Prince Bandar 
bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz with the attached letter from Professor Eileen Denza at University 
College London.^ We have reviewed these letters with great care, but they have not altered the 
conclusion of the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia to the United States (the “Embassy”) that 
enforcement of the Committee’s subpoenas would violate the Vienna Convention. The reasons 
for that conclusion were explained in detail in my November 1 4 letter to you. Without repeating 
all of the points I made in that letter, I would like to comment upon a number of matters covered, 
and not covered, by Chairman Burton’s letter and Professor Denza’ s. 

Before turning to the specific issues, however, I would like to respond to Chairman 
Burton's claim that the Embassy’s reliance on the Vienna Convention in this context is 
“unprecedented,” and the implication that the Embassy’s position is somehow illegitimate 
because it has not cited any case law decided under that treaty which squarely resolves these 
issues. There are no cases resolving these issues in part because the subpoenas issued by the 
Committee are entirely unprecedented. We are not aware of, and you have not identified, any 
prior instance in which the government of any signatory country has attempted to subpoena the 
correspondence and internal records of an Embassy’s consultants and agents. I hope that we 
could agree that this matter raises several important questions of first impression and focus our 
discussion on the language and purposes of the Convention, as well as the inferences that can be 


I have also recently received a copy of a letter from Chairman Burton to the Ambassador dated November 25, 
2002, which attempts to link these issues to fliis weekend's news stories concerning the possible redirection of 
charitable donations made by his wife, Princess Haifa al-Faisal, to persons connected to the September 1 1 
attacks. The Ambassador and his family of course take very seriously any possibility that their personal funds 
may have inadvertently been diverted in such a way, and are currently investigating what happened. It should be 
obvious, however, that the application of the Convention to subpoenas issued to lawyers and consultants is 
entirely irrelevant to the discovery of Princess Haifa’s own records. Princess Haifa al-Faisal is a diplomat and 
her personal records are indisputably "inviolable" tmder the Convention, even under the Committee's 
interpretation. See Article 30. 


555 Eleventh Street, N.W.. SuriE lOOO • Washington. D.C. 20004-1304 
TELEPHONE: (202) 637-2200 • FAX: (202) 637-2201 



1555 


UTHAM&WATKIHS 

James C. Wilson, Esq. 
November 27, 2002 
Page 2 


drawn from analogous precedent. The apparent novelty of this situation is a reason to proceed 
with great care and deliberation, and with respect for opposing points of view; it is not a reason 
to resolve any of these questions one way or the other. 

I. Professor Denza’s Letter Does Not Reach Any Final Conclusions As To The Proper 
Resolution Of This Dispute, And Indeed Supports The Embassy's Interpretation Of 
The Convention On Several Points 

I spoke with Professor Denza by telephone about these issues Monday morning.^ 
Professor Denza accepts that her opinion is intended to relate to the construction of relevant 
provisions of the Vienna Convention, and that the correct application of these provisions to the 
present circumstances seems to involve questions of the property and agency law of the United 
States on which she has no expertise. Her opinion makes clear that it is based on certain 
assumptions as to the legal ownership of the relevant documents. 

As you are aware, the Embassy has consistently maintained that the consultants whose 
documents you have subpoenaed are its agents, and that all of the documents belong to the 
Embassy under background property law principles. In our discussion yesterday. Professor 
Denza agreed that the Embassy would have a strong argument that the documents under 
subpoena are "documents of the mission" within the meaning of Article 24 if they in fact belong 
to the Embassy under District of Columbia law. Professor Denza is professionally qualified in 
England and has no qualifications or expertise in DC law. 

Professor Denza also confirmed that because of the concession by the International Tin 
Council (referred to in her Opinion) the House of Lords in the case of Shearson Lehman Bros. 
Inc. and others v. Maclaine Watson & Co. Ltd. and others did not directly address the 
hypothetical status of documents given to a bailee or agent of the ITC. As Lord Bridge's 
judgment makes clear: 

It was conceded before your Lordships that in these circumstances it was unnecessary to 
consider the possibility that any ITC document now in the hands of a third party, or any 
original ITC document referred to as the basis of any derivative document, was originally 
obtained by any dishonesty either on the party of the third party who first obtained it or 
on the part of any member of the staff of the ITC who first communicated it to that third 
party. It was further conceded before your Lordships that no question now arises with 
respect to any documents held by third parties on loan from the ITC or otherwise as 
bailees or agents for the ITC. 

(Emphasis added). The Lords therefore properly accepted as a premise for the rest of their 
decision that none of the documents in dispute had been given to agents of the ITC. Later in his 


Professor Denza has agreed that this letter's characterization of her views is accurate. Professor Denza 
expressed the views herein after she had an opportunity to review my letter of November 14, which I 
forwarded to her after receiving Chairman Burton’s letter. 
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opinion, for example, Lord Bridge explained that "in accordance with the assumed facts, the 
concessions excluding dishonesty, loan, bailment or agency as the basis of the original 
transmission from the ITC . . . entitle and oblige your Lordships to assume that the original 
transmission whereby all these documents initially passed out of the possession and control of 
the ITC into the possession and control of third parties was effected by officers or employees of 
the ITC acting in the course of their employment." 

The assumption that none of the documents were entrusted to agents of the ITC was 
critical to the Lords' decision. The principal holding of the case is that documents voluntarily 
given by the ITC to a non-agent third party lose their "inviolable" status, because they no longer 
belong to the ITC under background property/agency law. Lord Bridge explained that "if A, an 
individual, communicates a document to B in the absence of any relationship of lender and 
borrower, bailor and bailee, or principal and agent, the ordinary inference must be that property 
in the document communicated passes to B when he receives it." (Emphasis added). Such a 
document "no longer belongs to the ITC and hence no longer enjoys inviolability as part of the 
official archives." But (as the italicized language above demonstrates) the Lords' opinion was 
quite careful to distinguish situations in which the documents were conveyed to an agent. 
Although the issue was not technically before them because of the ITC's concession, the Lords' 
reasoning strongly implies that documents conveyed to a borrower, bailee or agent would have 
remained "inviolable" under the Convention. 

As Professor Denza pointed out in our conversation, the critical question in interpreting 
Article 24 of the Convention in this context is whether the materials under subpoena are 
"archives and documents of the mission." And, as the ITC case confirms, that question 
ultimately turns on the background agency and property law, and the relationship between them. 

II. The Attorneys And Consultants Whose Files Have Been Subpoenaed By The 

Committee Are Agents Of The Embassy, And The Files In Question Therefore 

Belong To The Embassy, Under Settled U.S. Law 

The attorneys and consultants whose files are at issue in this matter are clearly agents of 
the Embassy under U.S. agency law, and the Committee has never contended otherwise. As the 
Committee has consistently pointed out, all of them are in fact registered foreign agents under 
the U.S. Foreign Agents Registration Act ("FARA”). The duties they were retained to perform 
include both advising the Embassy and representing the Embassy (including spe^ng on its 
behalf) in discussions with the U.S. government, the media, and other groups. This is a 
quintessential agency relationship. 

My November 14 letter cited several cases which specifically hold that correspondence 
with, and documents generated by, agents like these belong to the client under settled property 
law principles. Chairman Burton's letter disparages these precedents (primarily on the ground 
that they were not decided in the Vienna Convention context), but offers absolutely no contrary 
authority on the actual issue. That omission does not surprise me, as I would have thought it 
entirely beyond dispute that materials that an agent is hired to produce and subsequently paid for 
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belong to the principal, as do materials entrusted to an agent in the course of an agency 
relationship. That is certainly true in the United States, and the International Tin Council case 
strongly implies that it is true at least in the United Kingdom as well. 

Chairman Burton's letter attempts to distinguish In re Grand Jury Proceedings, 111 F.2d 
941 (10* Cir. 1984), on the ground that it was decided in the context of an attorney’s assertion of 
the Fifth Amendment privilege against self-incrimination. Respectfully, I fail to understand his 
reasoning. The issue did arise in the context of a criminal case against the lawyer, but the court’s 
holding was that the lawyer could not invoke the Fifth Amendment privilege because the 
documents belonged to his client, not to him. The court held that “[a]ny ownership rights which 
inure in the file belong to the client who has presumably paid for the professional services and 
preparations made by the attorney,” and that “[s]o far as we can determine, it is a general 
principle of law that client files belong to the client and indeed the court may order them 
surrendered to the client . . . subject only to the attorney’s right to be protected in receiving 
compensation from the client for work done.” 727 F.2d at 944 (emphasis added). That caveat is 
a reference to the established law that an attorney has a lien on his work product until he or she is 
paid for it. See, e.g., D.C. Rules of Professional Conduct 1 .8(i). But that merely confirms the 
general principle that the work ultimately belongs to the client; a person cannot have a lien on 
something that belongs to them. 

Chairman Burton's discussion of the attorney discipline cases is similarly puzzling. See 
In re Stone, 672 A.2d 1032 (D.C. 1995); In re Karr, 122 A.2d 16 (D.C. 1998); In re Bernstein, 
707 A.2d 371 (D.C. 1998). Those cases interpreted an ethics rule requiring an attorney to 
surrender to the client all “property that the client is entitled to receive” at the end of the 
representation. The D.C. courts considered it obvious that the attorney’s file on the client was 
“property that the client is entitled to receive,” just like money or any other tangible property 
entrusted to the lawyer by the client. Chairman Burton’s letter argues that these cases do not 
hold that the attorney cannot retain a copy of the file. The cases do not address that question 
either way, but I fail to see its relevance. Even if permitted, such a copy would have to be made 
on the lawyer’s own time and with the lawyer’s own money. And no such copies have been 
made by the Embassy's attorneys and consultants here. His suggestion that the attorney 
discipline cases involved a terminated rather than ongoing representation is also a non sequitur. 
Surely you would not contend that a client’s file belongs to her agent during the agency 
relationship and becomes the property of the client only if the agent is fired — or that your 
position regarding the application of the Vienna Convention would change if the Embassy were 
to fire these agents today. 

Chairman Burton's suggestion that FARA’s document maintenance requirements are 
inconsistent with the Embassy’s ownership of these documents is easier to understand, but also 
ultimately unpersuasive. Ownership rights that are subject to regulatory requirements are quite 
common in the law. FARA certainly constrains the use of these documents during the three 
years that the Embassy’s consultants are required to retain them for potential inspection by the 
Department of Justice. But those constraints imply nothing about who ultimately owns the 
documents, and who is therefore entitled to receive them when that period is up. 
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III. Chairman Burton's Letter Entirely Fails To Address The Embassy’s Interpretation 

Of Article 27 Or The Purposes Of The Convention 

Chairman Burton's letter suggests that the Embassy’s “main argument” has been that its 
consultants’ records are “archives and documents of the mission” which are “inviolable” under 
Article 24 of the Convention. The Embassy’s claim of privilege in these documents has never 
been dependent on Article 24, because it has also relied on Article 27’s related guarantees that 
“[t]he official correspondence of the mission shall be inviolable,” and that “[t]he receiving State 
shall permit and protect free communication on the part of the mission for all offieial purposes.” 
Chairman Burton's letter completely fails to respond to the Embassy’s arguments based on 
Article 27 of the Convention. Professor Denza's letter briefly mentions Article 27 at the end, but 
only to restate her conclusion (and the holding of Shearson Lehman Bros.) that "correspondence 
to a third party not being an employee of the sending State is not entitled to inviolability once it 
has been received and become the property of the recipient." As explained above, the Embassy 
agrees that official correspondence would ordinarily be subject to subpoena when sent to a third 
party who is not an agent, but that principle is irrelevant to the present situation because all the 
documents at issue are in possession of an agent of the Embassy. 

Article 27 H 2’s guarantee that “[t]he official correspondence of the mission shall be 
inviolable” is important in this context because it illustrates the Convention’s consistent 
recognition that an embassy must communicate with many persons and entities outside of the 
embassy and its official personnel in order to fulfill their functions. The Convention defines 
“official correspondence” as “all correspondence relating to the mission and its functions.” Art. 
27 H 2. Those “functions” include, inter alia, “negotiating with the Government of the receiving 
State,” “ascertaining by all lawful means conditions and developments in the receiving State,” 
and “promoting friendly relations between the sending State and the receiving State.” Art. 3 HI. 
Those are precisely the functions for which the Embassy has sought the assistance of the 
attorneys and consultants here. 

Even if a reviewing court ultimately determined that some of the materials covered by the 
Committee’s subpoenas are not entitled to complete inviolability under the Convention, 
however, the Embassy is confident that the court would hold that the Convention’s guarantee of 
“free communication on the part of the mission for all official purposes,” Art. 27 H 1, provides 
significant protection for confidential communications with agents retained to advise and assist 
with the performance of core diplomatic functions. At a bare minimum, a reviewing court will 
require an in camera review of the documents in question to permit a balancing of the Embassy’s 
legitimate interests under the Convention against the Committee’s reasons for wanting to review 
them. 


The Embassy’s confidence on that point stems from an analysis of the cardinal purpose of 
the Convention, which is to "ensure the efficient performance of the functions of diplomatic 
missions as representing States." Chairman Burton's letter does not dispute the Embassy's 
showing that the Supreme Court has placed substantial weight on the stated purposes when 
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interpreting treaties; or its analysis of liie Convention's purposes; or its conclusion that "the 
efficient performance of the functions of diplomatic missions" depends upon the right to conduct 
confidential communications with advisors like the ones retained by the Embassy. 

In the most closely analogous situations that have yet arisen, the United States Supreme 
Court and lower federal courts have consistently recognized that the efficient functioning of the 
United States government requires “executive” and “deliberative process” privileges protecting 
the ability of government officials to have confidential communications with advisors, both 
inside and outside ofthe government. In United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. 683 (1974), for 
example, the Supreme Court recognized a privilege protecting the President's confidential 
communications with advisors — subject, of course, to an in camera balancing of the President's 
need for confidentiality against any legitimate countervailing interests in disclosure.^ And in a 
series of cases interpreting the related common law “deliberative process” privilege, as 
incorporated by statute into the Freedom of Information Act, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
D.C. Circuit has held that “[i]t is ‘irrelevant’ whether the author of the documents is ‘a regular 
agency employee or a temporary consultant,’” because “[i]f it is to effectively deliberate, an 
agency may need or want to ‘enlist the help of outside experts skilled at unraveling [the] knotty 
complexities’ of ‘problems outside their ken.’” Pub. Citizen v. Dep’t of Justice, 111 F.3d 168, 
170-71 (D.C. Cir. 1997) (citations omitted). 

Chairman Burton's letter responds that executive privilege is “a privilege for the U.S. 
President under the U.S. Constitution” and therefore “is not available to the Saudi government.” 
That observation is true but entirely beside the point. The Embassy has never suggested that 
these privileges apply to it directly. The Embassy’s point is that, in deciding whether “the 
efficient performance of the functions of diplomatic missions” requires the ability to have free 
and confidential communications with consultants, a U.S. court will naturally look for the 
resolution of analogous questions elsewhere in the law. And the closest available analogies are, 
undeniably, the executive and deliberative process privilege cases. 

Chairman Burton's assertion that U.S. agencies may not interpose Freedom of 
Information Act “deliberative process” exemptions in response to a Congressional subpoena is 
similarly beside the point. These documents and communications are protected by the Vienna 
Convention, not FOIA. It merely happens that the only U.S. cases to consider whether a 
governmental entity has a legitimate need for confidential communications with outside 
consultants were decided under FOIA — and consistently hold that such consultations are 


The Supreme Court held in Nixon that the President's " broad, undifferentiated claim of public interest in the 
confidentiality of [his] conversations” must be balanced in camera against the Special Prosecutor's important 
interests in criminal law enforcement. 418 U.S. at 706. In^ortantly for present purposes, however, the Court 
indicated that even an in camera balancing might be inappropriate in a case involving "a claim of need to 
protect military, diplomatic, or sensitive national security secrets." Id. 
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essential to the decisionmaking process. A court interpreting the Vienna Convention is likely to 
arrive at the same conclusion, for the same reasons."* 

In the end, there simply cannot be any serious dispute that the Embassy’s interpretation 
of the treaty is consistent with the text of Article 27 because enforcement of the subpoenas would 
unreasonably impair its “freedom to communicate” with advisors “for official purposes.” Nor 
can there be any serious dispute that the Embassy’s interpretation is squarely supported by the 
express purposes of the Convention. In these circumstances, Supreme Court precedent would 
require adoption of the Embassy’ s interpretation. See El Al Israel Arlines, Ltd. v. Tsui Yuan 
Tseng, 525 U.S. 155, 168-70 (1999) (treaties should be interpreted in the manner "most faithful" 
to the "cardinal purpose" of the treaty). 

IV. The Embassy’s Interpretation Of The Convention Does Not Conflict With The 

Foreign Agents Registration Act 

Chairman Burton’s letter asserts that the Foreign Agents Registration Act “makes clear 
that the activities of . . . ‘propagandists,’ including the documents they generate, send and receive 
in the course of those activities, are to be subject to the ‘spotlight of pitiless publicity’ so that the 
American people may be fully informed of both the identity of the propagandists and the nature 
of the activities they undertake on behalf of their foreign masters.” We are frankly surprised that 
he would use the legislative history he quotes in such a misleading way. 

FARA does indeed require that foreign agents provide written disclosures on a 
registration statement concerning the nature of their activities and that the “informational 
materials” (formerly defined as “political propaganda”) generated by registered agents be made 
public and identified as such. 22 U.S.C. § 614(c). And the legislative history that Chairman 
Burton quotes does indicate that the purpose of those provisions is to ensure that such political 
propaganda is subject to the “spotlight of pitiless publicity.” H. Rep. 1381, 75**’ Cong., 1®* Sess. 
(1 937). As you are well aware, however, this dispute has nothing to do with the accuracy of the 
registration statement or the “informational materials” for which FARA requires public 
disclosure. The Embassy’s attorneys and consultants have publicly disclosed all such materials. 
The private correspondence and deliberative documents the Committee has subpoenaed plainly 
do not fall into that statutory category, and the Committee has never suggested that they do. To 
the contrary, your argument has been (and remains) that the materials in question fall within the 
“books of account and other records,” that FARA and its implementing regulations require 
registered agents to retain privately, for inspection upon request by the officials in the Criminal 
Division of the United States Department of Justice for the purpose of enforcing FARA itself. 

See 22 U.S.C. § 615; 28 C.F.R. § 5.500. 


While FOIA exemptions of course do not directly apply when Congress subpoenas agency records, we have no 
doubt that the D.C. Circuit would refer to its closely analogous FOIA precedents when evaluating an agency’s 
assertion of privilege in that context. Moreover, there is no doubt that Congress is bound by the Vierma 
Convention for the reasons explained in ray November 14 letter (which Chairman Burton does not dispute). 
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As I pointed out in my last letter, however, the Committee is not the Department of 
Justice and these subpoenas have absolutely nothing to do with the enforcement ofFARA. 
Furthermore, as I pointed out in my November 14 letter and Chairman Burton's letter does not 
even discuss, the United States District Court for the District of Columbia has squarely held that 
FARA's record-keeping requirements do not trump privileges created by other law. That court 
has held that FARA registrants may withhold even from the Justice Department any materials 
protected by the attorney-client privilege, and that the court — through an in camera review — ^will 
decide which documents are privileged and which are not. Attorney General of the United States 
V. Covington & Burling, 41 1 F.Supp. 371 (D.D.C. 1976). The Committee's position that all 
privileges with respect to documents in a registrant’s files are waived or abrogated by FARA is 
therefore inconsistent with settled law. And there is no conceivable basis for concluding that 
FARA leaves intact the common law attorney-client privilege while abrogating privileges 
created by the Vienna Convention — particularly in light of the mle that statutes cannot be 
interpreted to conflict with a treaty “if any other possible construction remains,” Murray v. 
Schooner Charming Betsy, 6 U.S. (2 Cranch) 64, 1 18 (1804), and the fact that the Convention 
was ratified several decades after FARA was passed. 

Chairman Burton's suggestion that the Embassy’s interpretation ofFARA would “shroud 
in absolute secrecy the very same activities” that FARA requires to be exposed to the “spotlight 
of pitiless publicity” is therefore plainly incorrect. And his assertion that FARA requires public 
disclosure of the documents at issue is irreconcilable with Supreme Court precedent interpreting 
FARA. The Supreme Court explained in Viereckv. United States, 318 U.S. 236, 241 (1943) that 
the “general purpose of the legislation was to identify agents of foreign principals” who might 
“spread[] foreign propaganda, and to require them to make public record of the nature of their 
employment,” through the public disclosures required by the registration statement itself. The 
Court accordingly held in Viereck that the Act must not be read to require public disclosure of 
any information beyond that expressly mandated for inclusion in the registration statement (and 
the provisions mandating the public filing of propaganda). Yet that is precisely what your 
Committee seeks to demand here: disclosure of confidential documents that Congress did not 
require foreign agents to file with the public. FARA is accordingly not implicated here. 

V. Chairman Burton's Letter’s Discussion Of “Disturbing Ramifications” Seriously 

Overstates The Embassy’s Position 

Chairman Burton's letter suggests that the Embassy’s interpretation of the Convention 
will give diplomatic missions carte blanche to retain U.S. citizens to break the law with 
impunity, and will “cripple future espionage investigations” by permitting spies to claim that the 
documents in their possession are protected embassy records. These concerns are seriously 
exaggerated. 

The Committee's subpoenas do not seek documents from suspected spies, or in 
connection with an espionage investigation. They seek the confidential files and 
communications of agents that the Embassy has retained for advice and assistance in connection 
with ongoing diplomatic negotiations between the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the United 
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States Department of State. As I explained in my last letter, these are precisely the kinds of 
sensitive deliberative materials relating to diplomatic negotiations that the executive branch of 
the United States government has refiised to share with Congress going back to the 
administration of George Washington. 

There is no need to consider the extreme scenarios raised by Chairman Burton at this 
time, because this dispute can be resolved entirely on the basis of Article 27's protections for 
"official correspondence" and "free communication for all official purposes." Article 27 1, 2. 

The activities of these agents, and the Embassy's purposes for retaining them, fall squarely 
within the Convention's description of the appropriate "functions of diplomatic missions," Article 
3 H 1, and are therefore clearly "official" correspondence and communications tmder Article 27. 
Hiring an agent to engage in espionage is plainly not within the legitimate functions of a 
diplomatic mission, and the documents held by such an agent would accordingly be entitled to no 
protection under Article 27. See, e.g., Article 3 (the functions of a mission include “ascertaining 
by all lawful means conditions and developments in the receiving state”). The Embassy believes 
that a reviewing court could evaluate a sufficiently credible allegation of espionage by reviewing 
the disputed documents in camera. This matter can therefore be resolved entirely on the basis of 
Convention principles that pose none of the dangers Chairman Burton identifies. 

Presented with the kind of abuses Chairman Burton suggests, a reviewing court could 
also decide that documents not on embassy premises, and in the hands of an agent hired for 
egregiously illegal and blatantly non-diplomatic purposes, are not "archives and documents of 
the mission" under Article 24. There would be numerous potential routes to such a holding. 
Because the contract of agency between the embassy and the agent would be void for illegality, 
for example, it is by no means clear that such an agent's documents would belong to the embassy 
under background property law. Documents stolen from the U.S. government certainly would 
not, for obvious reasons. The Embassy sees no need to speculate at this time about the proper 
resolution of extreme hypothetical scenarios, when the situation at hand involves unquestionably 
legitimate activity and falls so squarely within the core of the Convention’s purposes. 

VI. Chairman Burton's Letter Misunderstands The Embassy’s Position Relating To 

Testimonial Immunities 

Chairman Burton's letter suggests that I stated in an earlier meeting with the Committee's 
staff that the Embassy's attorneys and consultants could not be compelled to give testimony 
before the Committee. I apologize for any confusion, but the position I articulated was 
considerably more limited than that. As Chairman Burton's letter correctly points out, the 
Vienna Convention specifies the persons who are entitled to an absolute, personal immunity 
against giving evidence. The Embassy does not contend that its attorneys and consultants fall 
into any of those categories. 

Although the Embassy recognizes that its attorneys and consultants have no personal 
testimonial immunity, however, it believes that under certain limited circumstances such persons 
would be entitled to assert the Embassy's own privileges under the Convention. If, for example. 
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a document is "inviolable" under Articles 24 and 27, it would not be consistent with the structure 
or purposes of the Convention to compel anyone to read it into the record, or otherwise testify 
concerning its contents. The Convention's guarantee that such documents are inviolable "at any 
time and wherever they may be" would be hollow if it could be so easily evaded. 

Professor Denza's letter leaves open the possibility that “employees and agents of the 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia might be able to assert a claim of sovereign immunity if asked to give 
evidence on official matters,” but states that she "imdemtand[s] that the persons concerned are in 
fact independent contractors rather than officials or agents of Saudi Arabia.” As explained 
above, these persons are in fact the Embassy’s agents under the relevant sources of law in the 
United States. In any event, the Embassy agrees that its agents could be subpoenaed to testify 
about a variety of non-confidential matters even as they pertain to official functions. The scope 
of testimonial immunity would be no greater than the scope of the Embassy’s privilege for 
confidential communications and records established by the provisions of the treaty. 

As you know, we have made repeated offers to discuss ways that we could provide you 
with information — such as historical facts relevant to your inquiry — ^without abrogating the 
important privileges established by the Convention. To date, you have indicated that your sole 
interest is to review all the documents so that you can make your own assessment of the 
Embassy’s good faith. That inflexible position is unacceptable. Please let me know if you have 
any interest in pursuing other avenues of discussion. 


Sincerely, 



of LATHAM & WATKINS 


cc: David Kass, Esq. (by hand) 
Michael Stem, Esq. (by hand) 
Mike Yeager, Esq. (by hand) 
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November 1 4, 2002 


James C. Wilson, Esq. 

Chief Counsel 

Committee on Government Reform 
U.S. House of Representatives 
2157 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, 20515 

Re: Issuance of Subpoenas to Embassy Consultants 
Dear Jim: 


As I indicated in my letter of November 6, 2002, 1 thought it would be useful to 
provide the Committee with a written summary of the legal principles supporting the Royal 
Embassy of Saudi Arabia’s objections under diplomatic privileges and immunities* to the 
subpoenas duces tecum issued by your Committee to a law firm and two public and government 
relations firms representing the Embassy. As you are aware, these firms were retained to advise 
the Embassy concerning its efforts to secure a diplomatic resolution of the international child 
custody issues under investigation by your Committee (as well as other matters not at issue here). 
The Saudi Embassy, like other foreign embassies throughout the world, depends upon the expert 
advice of lawyers and other firms in order to perform its diplomatic mission to the United States, 
and it sought the advice and counsel of these firms on this matter with an expectation of 
confidentiality. The subpoenas nevertheless seek to compel disclosure of documents reflecting 
the Embassy’s deliberations on these important issues of foreign relations during the course of 
ongoing diplomatic negotiations with the United States government. This is an issue of serious 
concern to the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and we appreciate your willingness to give careful 
consideration to the Embassy’s conclusion that efforts to enforce these subpoenas would 
constitute a breach of the treaty governing diplomatic relations that was signed by both nations. 
See Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations and Optional Protocol on Disputes, April 18, 
1961, 23 U.S.T. 3327, TIAS No. 7502 (“Vienna Convention”).^ 


As we indicated previously, the Embassy also objects to these subpoenas on other legal grounds, 
including attorney-client privilege. 

Congress has also extended the protections of the Vienna Convention to missions of foreign 
countries that are not signatories to the Convention. See 22 U.S.C. § 254b. 


555 Eleventh Street. N.W., Surrc lOOO • Washington; D.C. Z000A-130A 
TELEPHONE: (202) 637*2200 • FAX; (202) 637-2201 
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As we discussed at our meeting last week, 1 am not aware of any occasion when 
similar information has been subpoenaed by a committee of Congress or by a court. As a result, 
there does not appear to be any judicial precedent that directly resolves the scope of the 
privileges and immunities conferred by the Vienna Convention for confidential documents 
located in the files of an Embassy consultant. Nevertheless, the express language of the treaty, 
the signatories’ statement of purpose, settled principles of treaty interpretation, and judicial 
precedents construing the scope of the privileges and immunities established by the Vienna 
Convention uniformly support the Embassy’s assertion of privilege in these circumstances. The 
Convention cannot reasonably be read to authorize compulsory disclosure of a foreign embassy’s 
deliberations concerning ongoing negotiations with the United States government merely 
because the embassy found it necessary to obtain expert advice for the effective performance of 
its foreign policy deliberations. The signatories to the treaty have instead agreed to protect the 
confidentiality of this sensitive information, and we sincerely hope that the Committee will 
honor the Embassy’s request to resolve these issues in a manner consistent with the framework 
established by the Convention. 


ANALYSIS 

I. THE VIENNA CONVENTION GOVERNS THE LEGALITY OF THE 
COMMITTEE SUBPOENAS 

At our meeting last week, you questioned whether the Vienna Convention 
governs the validity of the Committee subpoenas. For the reasons set forth, there can be no 
doubt that it does. 

First, your suggestion that Congress is not bound by the terms of the Convention 
is inconsistent with the text of the treaty, the terms of the United States ratification, and Supreme 
Court precedent. The obligations of the treaty are not imposed on the State Department; they are 
imposed on “the receiving State.” See, e.g., Articles 22, 27. The “receiving State” obviously 
includes all three branches of the United States government, and the ratification history confirms 
this common sense conclusion. When the treaty was signed by the President in 1972, he issued a 
proclamation explaining that the terms of the Convention “shil be observed and fulfilled with 
good faith ... by the United States ofAmericar Presidential Proclamation, 23 U.S.T. 3227-28 
(emphasis added). The Supreme Court has similarly observed that treaties ratified by the United 
States are binding “upon the government,” Kennett v. Chambers, 55 U.S. 38, 46 (1852), and that 
“the nation-state, not subdivisions within one nation, is the focus of the Convention and the 
perspective of our treaty partners.” El Al Israel Airlines, Ltd. v. Tswi Twart Tseng, 525 U.S. 155, 
175 (1999) (holding that each state is bound by a treaty even in the absence of express language 
of preemption). 

Second, you suggested that the Convention may not apply because the signatory 
on the agreement with Qorvis Commimications is described as the “Kingdom of Saudi Arabia” 
rather than the Embassy. The Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia, however, is a part of the 
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Government of Saudi Arabia, just as the United States Embassy to Saudi Arabia is a part of the 
Government of the United States. It is accordingly of no consequence, that the retention 
agreement with Qorvis Communications is signed on behalf of the “Kingdom of Saudi Arabia.” 
The Qorvis agreement letters of November 14, 2001 and August 7, 2002 are addressed to HRH 
Prince Bandar Bin Sultan, Ambassador of the Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia”; the client is 
described as the “Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia” in the Statement of Projected Expenditures; 
and the “Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia” is identified as the “foreign principal” in each of the 
consultants’ registration statements filed under the Foreign Agents Registration Act (“FARA”). 
The agreements and related public filings accordingly leave no doubt that these contracts 
required services to be performed on behalf of the Saudi government’s Diplomatic Mission to the 
United States - the subject of the Vienna Convention.^ See Preamble at fourth paragraph. 

II. THE VIENNA CONVENTION PROHIBITS THE COMPULSORY DISCLOSURE 
OF THE DOCUMENTS COVERED BY THE COMMITTEE SUBPOENAS 

A. The Express Language Of The Convention Provides Broad Protection For 
Embassy Communications That Makes No Exception For Confidential 
Communications With Consultants 

The Vienna Convention establishes the broadest form of immunities recognized 
under American law. By way of example, the Convention provides that “[t]he person of a 
diplomatic agent shall be inviolable,” and a diplomat who conunits any crime — no matter how 
heinous - “shall not be liable to any form of arrest or detention.” Article 29. The Convention 
nevertheless makes clear that the privileges and immunities conferred by the Convention are not 
designed “to benefit individuals.” They are instead created for the protection of “diplomatic 
missions as representing States.” Preamble at fourth paragraph. The Convention accordingly 
establishes a number of provisions protecting the documents, correspondence, and 
communication of the Embassy, in addition to creating broad personal immunities for diplomats 
and other employees. 

The breadth of the protection for Embassy communications is apparent from three 
related and reinforcing provisions of the treaty that plainly encompass the documents demanded 
by the Committee subpoenas. First, Article 24 establishes that “[t]he archives and documents of 
the mission shall be inviolable at any time and wherever they may be.” The subpoenas 
nevertheless demand compulsory production of “documents of the mission” that are in the 
possession of Embassy consultants. The working files and correspondence of its consultants 
were co mm issioned and paid for by the Embassy, and belong to the Embassy under settled law. 
See, e.g., In re Grand Jury Proceedings, I'll F.2d 941, 944 (lOlh Cir. 1984) (“Any ownership 
rights which inure in the file belong to the client who has presumably paid for the professional 
services and preparations made by the attorney. ... So far as we can determine, it is a general 


^ The Convention uses the term “mission” to refer to the embassy of a foreign state. 
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principle of law that client files belong to the client and indeed the court may order them 
surrendered to the client or another attorney on the request of the client subject only to the 
attorney's right to be protected in receiving compensation from the client for work done.”); In re 
Stone, 672 A.2d 1032, 1034, 1042 (D.C. 1995) (attorney files are “property that the client is 
entitled to receive” at the end of the representation); In re Karr, 121 A.2d 16, 19-20 (D.C. 1998) 
(same); In re Bernstein, 707 A.2d 371, 376 (D.C. 1998) (same). Moreover, the language of 
Article 24 expressly provides that the Embassy's documents retain their “inviolab[ility] 

. . . wherever they may beB The fact that they are in possession of an agent of the Embassy, and 
not on the premises of the mission, is accordingly irrelevant under the unequivocal language of 
the treaty. See also United States v. Am, Tel. & Tel. Co., 567 F.2d 121, 129 (D.C. Cir. 1977) (the 
“fortuity that documents sought by a congressional subpoena are not in the hands of a party 
claimin| injury from the subpoena” does not “immunize that subpoena from challenge by that 
party”).^ 

Second, Article 27 further provides that, “[t]he official correspondence of the 
mission shall be inviolable,” and that “[ojfficial correspondence means all correspondence 
relating to the mission and its functions.” Article 27 *[f 2 (emphasis added). Yet Ae Committee’s 
subpoenas unquestionably seek to compel disclosure of “correspondence relating to the mission 
and its functions” despite the treaty obligation to ensure that such correspondence “shall be 
inviolable.” 


Third, Article 27 provides that, “[t]he receiving State shall permit and protect free 
communication on the part of the mission for all official purposes.” Article 27 1. The promise 
of “free communication” expressly extends to communications “for all official purposes,” and 
makes no exception for communications with persons who are not employed by the Embassy. 
Nor can there be any doubt that the principles of “free communication” referenced in Article 27 
contemplate respect for the Embassy’s interest in confidentiality. As the Supreme Court has 
recognized, the “‘specter of compelled disclosure’” unquestionably impairs a government’s 
“‘[fjreedom of communication.’” United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. 683, 708 n.l7 (1974) 
(quoting Carl Zeiss Stiftungv. V. E. B. Carl Zeiss, Jena, 40 F.R.D. 318, 325 (D.D.C. 1966)).^ 
Instead of “permit[ing] and protect[ing] free communication,” however, the Committee 
subpoenas seek to invade the confidentiality of documents created for “official purposes.” 


The Embassy does not contend that Article 24 applies to documents that have voluntarily been given 
to third parties who have not been retained to serve as agents of the Embassy. When a principal 
entrusts an agent with documents for confidential use in serving the interests of the principal, 
however, the principal does not forfeit its interest in preserving the confidentiality of documents and 
information. See, e.g.. United States v. Am. Tel. & Tel. Co., 567 F.2d at 129. 

^ The text of Article 27 makes it plain that preservation of confidentiality is one of the key attributes of 

the protections afforded by Article 27. For example, the article provides that foreign states may use 
“messages in code or cipher” and that the diplomatic bag “shall not be opened.” Article 27 1, 3. 
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B. Compulsory Disclosure Of The Documents At Issue Would Seriously Undermine 
The Purposes Of The Vienna Convention 

Even if the treaty’s “words lend themselves to divergent interpretations” - which 
they do not - the Supreme Court recently held that the language of a treaty should be interpreted 
in the manner “most faithful” to “the cardinal purpose” expressed in the Preamble. El Al Israel 
Airlines, 525 U.S. at 168-70. That principle of treaty interpretation is dispositive here. 

The Preamble to the Vienna Convention explains that the “purpose of [the] 
privileges and immunities” established by the Convention is to “ensure the efficient performance 
of the functions of diplomatic missions as representing States.” Article 3 ^ 1 of the Convention 
further defines the “functions of diplomatic missions” to include: 

(a) representing the sending State in the receiving State; 

(b) protecting in the receiving State the interests of the sending 
State and of its nationals, within the limits permitted by 
international law; (c) negotiating with the Government of the 
receiving State; (d) ascertaining by all lawful means conditions and 
developments in the receiving State, and reporting thereon to the 
Government of the sending State; (e) promoting friendly relations 
between the sending State and the receiving State, and developing 
their economic, cultural and scientific relations. 

The Embassy’s interpretation of the treaty is the only interpretation consistent with this statement 
of purpose because confidential communications with expert advisors are essential for 
“ensur[ing] the efficient performance of the functions of diplomatic missions as representing 
States.” Preamble at fourth paragraph. 

First, a foreign Embassy’s need for expert advice concerning “the Government of 
the receiving State,” the “conditions and developments in the receiving State,” as well as legal 
advice, cannot seriously be doubted. Public filings under FARA for the current period alone 
reveal that dozens of foreign embassies have retained legal and public and government relations 
consultants to assist with the performance of their diplomatic functions in the United States. 
Moreover, the need for expert advice in the United States is greatest for those countries with 
“differing constitutional and social systems,” and the Vienna Convention was expressly designed 
to create privileges and immunities that would promote “diplomatic intercourse” irrespective of 
such differences. Preamble at third paragraph. It would accordingly undermine the purposes of 
the Convention to penalize the nations most in need of local expertise. And recent history 
confirms that even a government with resources as vast as our own depends upon expert input in 
matters of foreign affairs. The Chair of the House international Relations Committee recently 
explained that it was essential for U.S. foreign policy to pursue “public diplomacy efforts 
overseas” to improve the image of America in Muslim countries, and that it would be important 
to consult experts “in the private sectors whose careers are focused on the creation of images 
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both here and around the world.” The Honorable Henry J. Hyde, The Role of Public Diplomacy 
In Support of the Antiterrorist Campaign (Oct. 10, 2001). 

Second, numerous precedents confirm that the “efficient performance” of 
diplomatic functions depends upon government officials’ ability to consult their advisors on a 
confidential basis. As the Supreme Court explained in United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. at 705, 
“the valid need for protection of communications between high Government officials and those 
who advise and assist them in the performance of their manifold duties” through preservation of 
“confidentiality” is “too plain to require further discussion.” In the Court’s view, “[hjuman 
experience teaches that those who expect public dissemination of their remarks may well temper 
candor with a concern for appearances and for their own interests to the detriment of the 
decisionmaking process.” Id. Although the Court found that this privilege - which is 
“fundamental to the operation of Government” (Jd. at 708) — must sometimes give way to a 
showing of compelling necessity, it emphasized that the need for confidentiality is at its zenith 
when governmental communications concern “diplomatic” issues. Id. at 706; see also New York 
Times Co. v. United States, 403 U.S. 713, 728-30 (1971) (“[I]t is elementary that the successful 
conduct of international diplomacy . . . require[s] both confidentiality and secrecy. . . . [I]t is the 
constitutional duty of the Executive ... to protect the confidentiality necessary to carry out its 
responsibilities in the field of international relations.”). 

For this reason, the Attorney General of the United States advised the President to 
withhold documents subpoenaed by a House committee in 1996 because “‘those who assist [the 
President] must be free to explore alternatives ... in a way many would be unwilling to express 
except privately.’” Opinion Re Assertion Of Executive Privileges For Documents Concerning 
Conduct Of Foreign Affairs With Respect To Haiti (Sept. 20, 1996) (quoting United States v. 
Nixon, 418 U.S. at 708). The documents withheld from Congress included “confidential 
communications” and “documents reflect[ing] ... the deliberations of the NSC and its staff in 
connection with their advice and assistance to the President regarding his policy and activities in 
Haiti.” Id. Indeed, the Assistant Attorney General for the Office of Legal Counsel, Theodore 
Olson, prepared an opinion that documented similar refusals by Executive Branch officials to 
provide information demanded by Congress throughout our nation’s history. History Of 
Refusals By Executive Branch Officials To Provide Information Demanded By Congress: Part I 
- Presidential Invocations Of Executive Privilege Vis-a-vis Congress, 6 Op. O.L.C. 75 1 (1 982). 
The opinion emphasized that the Executive Branch had repeatedly refused to provide Congress 
with documents relating to diplomatic negotiations. 

Indeed, this line of precedent can be traced to 1796 when President Washington 
refused to comply with the House of Representatives’ request to disclose documents relating to 
the negotiation of a treaty with Great Britain. President Washington explained that, “[t]he nature 
of foreign negotiations requires caution; and their success must often depend on secrecy; and 
even, when brought to a conclusion, a full disclosure of all the measures, demands, or eventual 
concessions which may have been proposed or contemplated would be extremely impolitic: for 
this might have pernicious influence on future negotiations; or produce immediate 
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inconveniences, perhaps danger and mischief, in relation to other Powers. ... To admit, then, a 
right in the House of Representatives to demand, and to have, as a matter of course, all the 
papers respecting a negotiation with a foreign Power, would be to establish a dangerous 
precedent.” Id. at 753. 

Other Presidents throughout our nation’s history have echoed these concerns and 
emphasized that the need to withhold the documents from Congress is greatest when diplomatic 
negotiations have not been concluded. See, e.g., id. at 756, 765. Yet that is precisely what the 
Committee subpoenas demand. The legitimacy of the Embassy’s claim that disclosure of the 
documents requested by the Committee would undermine the efficient performance of its 
diplomatic functions is accordingly beyond question.^ 

Federal courts have also recognized the importance of confidential 
communications to government officials even outside the context of diplomatic relations by 
enforcing a “deliberative process” privilege in civil discovery and under the Freedom of 
Information Act. This privilege protects from disclosure “‘documents reflecting advisory 
opinions, recommendations and deliberations comprising part of a process by which 
governmental decisions and policies are formulated.’” Dep 7 of the Interior v. Klamath Water 
Users Protective % 532 U.S. 1 , 8 (2001) (quoting NLRB v. Sears, Roebuck & Co., 421 U.S. 

1 32, 150 (1975)). The Supreme Court has explained that “[t]he deliberative process privilege 
rests on the obvious realization that officials will not communicate candidly among themselves if 
each remark is a potential item of discovery and front page news,” and that the object of the 
privilege is “to enhance ‘the quality of agency decisions’ by protecting open and frank discussion 
among those who make them within the Government.” Id. at 8-9 (citations omitted). 

The federal courts have had no difficulty recognizing that the same principles 
apply to communications between agencies and outside consultants hired by the agency, and 
have routinely extended the privilege to cover such consultants. Klamath, 532 U.S. at 9-1 1 
(collecting cases, but finding it unnecessary to resolve the issue). Indeed, it has long been the 
“established rule” in the D.C. Circuit that the deliberative process privilege covers 
“communications between an agency and an external consultant, when made for the purpose of 
aiding the agency’s deliberative process.” Pub. Citizen, Inc. v. Dep't of Justice, 111 F.3d 168, 
169 (D.C. Cir. 1997); see also Ryan v. Dep’t of Justice, 617 F.2d 781, 789-90 (D.C. Cir. 1980) 
(reaching issue despite the fact that the district court did not, because "we do not believe there is 
any doubt as to the proper resolution of this case”); Formaldehyde Inst. v. Dep 't of Health & 
Human Svcs., 889 F.2d 1 1 18, 1 120 (D.C. Cir. 1989) (“The law speaks clearly on this issue”). 

“In the course of its day-to-day activities, an agency often needs to rely on the opinions and 


^ If the Executive branch believes that its international diplomacy would be undermined by sharing 

confidential documents with Congress — even though the President and Congress are on the same 
team - it goes without saying that Congressional access to confidential documents prepared by and 
for foreign governments would have an even greater detrimental impact on its diplomatic interests. 
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recommendations of temporary consultants, as well as its own employees. Such consultations 
are an integral part of its deliberative process . . . Ryan, 617 F.2d at 789-90. “It is ‘irrelevant 
whether the author of the documents is ‘a regular agency employee or a temporary consultant,’” 
because “[i]f it is to effectively deliberate, an agency may need or want to ‘enlist the help of 
outside experts skilled at unravelling [the] knotty complexities’ of ‘problems outside their ken.’” 
Pub. Citizen, 1 1 1 F.3d at 170-71 (citations omitted). The courts have regarded the policy 
arguments for extending the privilege to outside consultants to be so strong that they have 
considered it an easy question despite relatively inhospitable statutory language (FOIA literally 
protects from disclosure only “intra-agency memorandums or letters”), and the settled law that 
“FOIA exemptions are to be narrowly construed,” FBIv. Abramson, 456 U.S. 615, 630 (1982), 
cited by Klamath, 532 U.S. at 8. In contrast, the language and purposes of the ’Vienna 
Convention provide an even stronger basis for recognizing the confidentiality of communications 
between an embassy and outside consultants hired to assist with the performance of diplomatic 
functions.^ 


Finally, the Supreme Court has emphasized that the language of a treaty should 
not be interpreted to produce “anomalous]” results. El Al Israel Airlines, 525 U.S. at 171. As 
we discussed in our meeting, there is no question that the Convention protects confidential 
communications between embassies and expert consultants retained as part-time employees. In 
the performance of their important diplomatic functions, however, embassies may often find it 
more efficient to seek the confidential advice of outside consultants retained as agents. 

Requiring embassies to structure their relationship with such consultants as a part-time 
employment rather than as a simple agency serves no purpose, and may interfere with the 
“efficient performance of the functions of diplomatic missions.” In a variety of contexts, courts 
have squarely held that privileges and immunities needed to further important interests do not 
depend upon the employment status of the actor. See, e.g., Boyle v. United Techs. Corp., 487 
U.S. 500, 512 (1988) (“It makes little sense to insulate the Government against financial liability 
for the judgment that a particular feature of military equipment is necessary when the 
Government produces the equipment itself, but not when it contracts for the production.’ ); Fed. 
Trade Comm 'n v. GlaxoSmithKline, 294 F.3d 141 , 148 (D.C. Cir. 2002) (holding that the 
attorney-client privilege extended to communications with “public relations and government 
affairs consultants” who were not employed by the company because “‘there is no reason to 
distinguish between a person on the corporation’s payroll and a consultant hired by the 
corporation if each acts for the corporation and possesses the information needed by attorneys in 
rendering legal advice’”) (quoting In re Cooper Market Antitrust Litig., 200 F.R.D. 213, 219 
(S.D.N.Y. 2001)). 


^ Given the strength of this precedent, it is highly likely that the federal courts would recognize a 
common law privilege for these documents even if the court concluded that the treaty did not itself 
create a privilege. 



1572 


UTHAM a WATKINS 

James C. Wilson, Esq. 
November 14, 2002 
Page 9 


C. Judicial Precedent Interpreting The Vienna Convention Supports The Embassy’s 
Objection To The Subpoenas 

Judicial precedent construing the Vienna Convention has been quite limited. 

There are nevertheless two cases of particular relevance. Both provide strong support for the 
Embassy’s assertion of privilege. 

First, the federal district court for the District of Columbia interpreted the 
Convention to confer immunity from attachment for embassy bank accounts “despite the absence 
of [any] specific provision” in the language of the treaty. Liberian E. Timber Corp. v. 

Government of the Republic of Liberia, 659 F. Supp. 606, 608 (D.D.C. 1987). In reaching this 
conclusion, the court relied heavily on its observation that the Embassy “hardly could function 
efficiently without local bank accounts.” Jd. The court reached this result even though bank 
accounts were not included within the list of property expressly exempt from attachment under 
the terms of Article 22(3). Id. The court determined that this Article should not be read to 
“provide the exclusive authority in the Vienna Convention to determine which property enjoys 
diplomatic immunity.” Id. Instead, the court emphasized that the treaty revealed an intent to 
protect property of the mission “wherever [it] may be” (citing Article 24), and accordingly found 
that funds held by an agent off the premises of the mission were immune from seizure. Id. In 
contrast, the privileges asserted by the Embassy in this case find direct support in the language of 
the Convention. And the court’s holding provides confirmation that the Embassy’s interest in 
the efficient performance of its functions must be afforded paramount importance when 
interpreting the Vienna Convention. 

Second, the Second Circuit refused to adopt a narrowing interpretation of the 
broad immunities suggested by the language of the Convention in 767 Third Avenue Associates 
V. Permanent Mission of the Republic of Zaire to the United Nations, 988 F.2d 295 (2d Cir.^ 

1983). In that case, a private landlord leased space to the Republic of Zaire for use as its mission 
to the United Nations. After repeated non-payment of rent, the landlord sued to evict the foreign 
mission from the landlord’s property. The district court granted the relief requested based on the 
conclusion that the language of the Convention should not be read to vitiate private property 
interests of the landlord. The Slate Department filed an amicus in support of the foreign mission 
and the Second Circuit reversed the district court. 

The Second Circuit determined that the district court’s judgment “fail[ed] to take 
into full account the plain language of Article 22,” which “contain[ed] the advisedly categorical 
strong word ‘inviolable’” - a word “which makes no provision for exceptions.” Id. at 298. 
Although the court found that ‘“protection from eviction from privately-owned leased premises 
was not specifically addressed by any of the treaties,”’ this provided no basis for creating an 
“unspecified exception to the rule safeguarding a mission’s inviolability.” Id. (quoting district 
court). The court emphasized that the doctrine of “functional necessity” requires the United 
States to recognize privileges for foreign missions “with the understanding that American 
diplomats abroad will be afforded the same protections from intrusions by the host state,” and the 
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“most secure way to guarantee this protection, the United States tells us, is through blanket 
immunities and privileges without exception ” Id. at 300. The court explained that “creating an 
exception to mission inviolability in this country” would increase the risk that “American 
missions abroad would be exposed to incursions that are legal under a foreign state’s law,” and 
threaten the “fragile” security of “American nationals residing in foreign countries.” Id. at 300- 
01 . The court “recognize[d] that there are negative policy implications from [its] ruling” because 
the “economic burden of inviolability . . . falls most heavily upon the private landlord, not on the 
government that urges inviolability.” Id. at 302. Nevertheless, “an interest in fairness to the 
landlord does not justify creating a judicial gloss on the concept of mission inviolability.” Id. 

The court emphasized that even ‘“the perpetration ... of unlawful acts’” from mission premises 
could not alter the doctrine of “inviolability.” Id. (citation omitted). 

The court’s reasoning is directly relevant here because Articles 24 and 27, which 
concern the Embassy’s freedom to communicate, both establish that documents and official 
correspondence are “inviolable.” It is accordingly of no consequence that the Committee has a 
legislative interest in reviewing the documents or that it may view the Saudi Government’s 
policies concerning international child custody cases as unlawful. These considerations do not 
alter the scope of the protections afforded by the Convention. See also Risk v. Halvorsen, 936 
F.2d 393 (9th Cir. 1991) (confirming that actions taken by the Norwegian Consulate in 
connection with a child custody dispute represented consular functions immune from challenge 
in United States courts even though the actions at issue violated the criminal law of California). 

III. THE PROVISIONS OF THE FOREIGN AGENTS REGISTRATION ACT DO NOT 
ABROGATE IMMUNITIES CONFERRED BY THE CONVENTION 

At our meeting, you suggested that the terms of the Foreign Agents Registration 
Act authorized the issuance of the Committee’s subpoena notwithstanding the language of the 
Vienna Convention. As a threshold matter, the terms of the Convention would govern if there 
were any conflict with FARA because the United States ratified the treaty long after the relevant 
provisions of FARA were adopted. See, e.g., Fong Yue Ting v. United States, 149 U.S. 698, 720- 
21 (1893). More fundamentally, however, the language and purposes of FARA can readily be 
read to respect Vienna Convention privileges. There is accordingly no cause for interpreting the 
Act to supercede the language of the Convention. As Chief Justice Marshall explained in 


Even if a court were to conclude that some of the documents encompassed by the subpoenas fall 
outside the absolute protections conferred on documents of the mission and official correspondence, 
and that a balancing of interests was required for other types of official communications protected by 
Article 27, that inquiry would have to be conducted by a court in camera. See, e.g., Attorney Gen. of 
the United States v. Covington & Burling, 4] 1 F. Supp. 371 (D.D.C. 1976). Moreover, the 
authorities discussed supra make it apparent that a foreign embassy’s interest in the confidentiality 
of documents concerning ongoing diplomatic deliberations would unquestionably outweigh the 
Committee’s generalized interest in reviewing these documents. 
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Murray v. Schooner Charming Betsy, 6 U.S. (2 Cranch) 64, 118 (1 804)_, “an Act of Congress 
ought never to be construed to violate the law of nations if any other possible construction 
remains.” See also Restatement (Third) of the Foreign Relations Law of the United States § 1 14 
(1 987) (“Where fairly possible, a United States statute is to be construed so as not to conflict 
with international law or with an international agreement of the United States.”). 

The plain language of FARA should not be read to vitiate protection for the 
confidentiality of the documents at issue because they do not fall within the limited category of 
documents that Congress required to be “public,” i.e., “copies of informational materials.” 22 
U.S.C. § 614(c) (previously defined as “political propaganda”). This category of documents, by 
definition, excludes the confidential documents encompassed by the Committee’s subpoena. 
Embassies do not hire consultants to indoctrinate them. They pay them for advice. There is 
accordingly no provision of FARA which establishes that the confidential communications 
sought by the Committee subpoena must be subject to public disclosure. 

Nor is there any language in 22 U.S.C. § 615 that purports to vitiate privileges 
established by the treaty (or otherwise). This provision merely authorizes the Attorney General 
to require preservation and inspection of “such books of accounts and other records with respect 
to [the agent’s] activities” as are “necessary or appropriate for the enforcement of the provisions 
of this subchapter.” 22 U.S.C. § 615. That language can readily be construed to exclude 
privileged documents from the category of material subject to inspection by the Attorney 
General for the purpose of enforcing the Act. Given that this is a “possible construction” of the 
language, a court must adopt this interpretation in preference to any interpretation that would 
vitiate privileges conferred by the treaty. Murray, 6 U.S. (2 Cranch) at 1 1 8.® Even if a court 
were to read FARA to supercede privileges when necessary for “enforcement of this 
subchapter,” however, that reading would have no bearing on the issue here. The Committee 
subpoenas have nothing whatsoever to do with the “enforcement” of FARA. 

The Embassy’s interpretation of FARA is also firmly supported by precedent. 
The United States District Court for the District of Columbia has already held that FARA was 
not intended to supercede privileges created by other laws. In Attorney General of the United 
States V. Covington & Burling, 41 1 F.Supp. 371 (D.D.C. 1976), the Attorney General sought an 


^ This actually represents the better reading of the language under ordinary principles of statutory 
construction as well. See, e.g.. Green v. Bock Laundry Machine Co., 490 U.S. 504, 521 (1989) ("A 
party contending that legislative action changed settled law has the burden of showing that the 
legislature intended such a change."). Given the specific and mandatory nature of the Vienna 
Convention immunities, the sensible presumption is that even later-enacted statutes do not displace 
those protections in the absence of unmistakable and specific evidence of Congressional intent to do 
so. New federal criminal laws are not, for example, ever regarded as abrogating diplomatic 
immunity. And recognizing that 22 U.S.C. § 615 is subject to Vienna Convention immunities does 
not render that section a nullity; indeed, the lion’s share of FARA filings do not even pertain to 
matters involving foreign embassies. 
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injunction ordering Covington & Burling to allow officials of the Justice Department to inspect 
documents relating to the firm’s representation of the Republic of Guinea concerning a 
commercial project to exploit bauxite resources. Covington declined to permit the Attorney 
General to inspect confidential communications with Guinea concerning legal matters. The 
Attorney General argued that “no such privilege exists under the Act,” and the district court 
rejected that view. Id. at 373. The court declined to read the language of the Act to vitiate 
privileges because “the function of § 61 5 is to insure that the public is in fact being accurately 
informed under the Act, but to do so in a way which does not unnecessarily intrude on the 
activities of an agent.” Id. at 376. The court accordingly concluded that a registered agent “may 
validly claim the attorney-client privilege to withhold from disclosure to delegates of the 
Attorney General documents or portions thereof which are required to be kept under the Act” so 
that “an impartial judicial officer” could review the documents in order to ensure that the 
Attorney General would obtain the information it needed “without compromising the attorney- 
client relationship.” Id. at 376. The court accordingly denied the Attorney General’s motion for 
an injunction ordering the inspection of the documents because Covington & Burling “may 
validly assert the attorney-client privilege with regard to these documents.” Id. at 377. 

That reasoning is dispositive here. There is certainly no basis to afford attorney 
client privilege - a creation of the common law - greater deference than the diplomatic 
privileges and immunities embodied in an international treaty ratified by the United States. 

Thus, even if the issue here concerned the enforcement of FARA - which it undisputedly does 
not - the documents in the consultants’ files would not be subject to compulsory disclosure. 

CONCLUSION 

The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia has given very serious consideration to the issues 
raised by the Committee and has already initiated a series of concrete steps to reach an inter- 
governmental solution that will protect the interests of the children, help to bring the families 
closer together, and prevent future disputes. These steps have included: 

• Preparation and submission of a written proposal to Secretary of State Colin 
Powell recommending the establishment of a task force or ad hoc committee to examine the 
possibility of reaching a bilateral protocol on the issue of international child custody disputes. 
The Kingdom has advanced that proposal by directing its lawyers to research and analyze the 
issues that would need to be addressed in such a treaty and to make recommendations on how to 
proceed. This effort has led to the review of expert literature and treaties now in place between 
Islamic and western nations which could serve as a model for such a bilateral agreement. The 
government has also requested the assistance of other outside experts to assist in this diplomatic 
process. 

• Productive and on-going discussions with the U.S. State Department focused 
on identifying child custody disputes and working towards a positive resolution of each case. 
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• Creation of a committee within the Saudi Foreign Ministry, with 
representation from other relevant ministries, to assist with the resolution of the issues pertaining 
to international child custody disputes. 

• Assignment of Saudi Embassy staff to work on individual cases identified by 
the Government Reform Committee. This process has already led to progress on at least one 
case, involving Mrs. Tonetti, who has had several phone conversations with her children and 
whose proposed custody agreement has been forwarded through the Embassy to her former 
husband in Saudi Arabia. The Embassy staff is spending a considerable amount of time working 
on these issues and it appears that progress is being made on several other cases as well. 

• A meeting with the U.S.-based National Center for Missing and Exploited 
Children. This organization, located in Alexandria, Virginia, is the world’s leading center in the 
effort to address the issues of missing and exploited children. Their international division has 
extensive experience in identifying the underlying issues that lead to international child custody 
disputes, in fostering resolution of the specific individual cases that arise, and in identifying and 
addressing the policy issues essential to a protocol or agreement to address the issue in the 
future. 


• Providing direction to its attorneys to work in close cooperation with the 
Government Reform Committee staff to further progress on individual cases and on a global 
resolution of these issues of serious international concern. 


The Embassy has accordingly continued its efforts in earnest to reach a resolution 
of these diplomatic issues. It has also advised this Committee that it would work cooperatively 
to provide factual information necessary for the Committee’s work on these issues. We are 
confident this goal can be achieved in a manner that does not impair the Embassy’s need for 
confidential communications with its advisors. Thank you again for your cooperation in this 
matter. We look forward to hearing from you. 


Very truly yours, 


Maureen E. Mahoney 
of LATHAM & WATKINS 



cc: 


David Kass, Esq. (by hand) 
Michael Stem, Esq. (by hand) 
Mike Yeager, Esq. (by hand) 
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Mr. Burton. Judge Duncan, did you have a question? And then 
I’ll go to you, Mr. Cummings. 

Mr. Duncan. I don’t really have any questions at this point ex- 
cept to say that I certainly appreciate your holding this hearing; 
and, in fact, as I have said several times before, I have been so im- 
pressed by the issues that you take up. In fact, my staff didn’t tell 
me about the hearing in Boston or I would have tried to go up 
there for that hearing, and I was — as you know. I’ve been very in- 
terested in the subject that you had a hearing on yesterday, but I 
wasn’t able to come. But this is very, very important, the issues 
that you’re dealing with here today. 

You know, I spent 7V2 years as a circuit court judge in Tennessee 
before coming to Congress and several years in law practice before 
that, and I think one of the things that is frustrating or surprising 
to a lot of people who aren’t lawyers, they think that the law is all 
black and white, and it’s really not. Most of American law is in 
really a gray area, and on most issues I can find about as many 
cases, even U.S. Supreme Court cases, supporting one side as sup- 
porting the other. 

But I will tell you this. And I have to admit I did not handle a 
lot of domestic cases. I did some, but that was not an area of the 
law that I particularly enjoyed, but I will tell you that I know from 
law school and from the cases that I handled that in the law of do- 
mestic relations it is said over and over and over and over and over 
again in almost every case that the interests of the child are para- 
mount. That’s the main thing that courts are supposed to take into 
consideration in custody cases or in the disputes over children, 
what is in the best interest of the child, or what’s in the best inter- 
est of the children. 

I think in this area it is certain, and there’s no question that it’s 
in the best interest of these children to have relationships with 
both their mothers and their fathers. They’re not getting that now. 
These — we’ve heard testimony of children that have been taken 
away in the middle of the night or surreptitiously and haven’t seen 
their mothers for many, many years; and we’ve heard some pretty 
sad and very compelling testimony. And I can tell you this. It’s my 
strong opinion, and I believe that of the chairman also, that our 
State Department can and should be — could and should be doing 
a whole lot more in this regard, and if Saudi Arabia is really the 
ally that they want us to think that they are, then the Saudi Ara- 
bian government should and could be doing much more in regard 
to these children. 

So I commend you, Mr. Chairman, for holding this hearing, and 
I hope that we will keep on this — keep on top of this until some- 
thing more is done to help these children. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you. Judge. 

Judge, could you — I’m going to need you to take the Chair. I have 
to step out for just a minute. 

Mr. Cummings. 

Mr. Cummings. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

I, too, want to thank you, Mr. Chairman, for holding these hear- 
ings. I think they are extremely important. 

I was back here on October 3rd, and I’ve listened to the testi- 
mony of the children, and I agree with you. Congressman Duncan. 
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I practiced law for about 20 years before coming to the Congress 
and a lot of domestic law; and the key phrase is, what is in the 
best interest of the child? This is a frustrating process for us, 
watching this go on, to hear the testimony of mothers who haven’t 
seen their children for years. 

Mr. Chairman, I’m just going to read my statement and then I’ll 
just listen in. 

The House Government Reform Committee has held several 
hearings to look into the recurring problem of abduction of Amer- 
ican children to Saudi Arabia. These children, because of Saudi 
law, are not free to leave Saudi Arabia despite being U.S. citizens 
and having a custody order from an American court giving their 
non-Saudi parent custody. 

Most custody cases in Saudi Arabia are handled by Islamic law, 
where the father retains legal custody. According to the State De- 
partment, there are 47 cases in which more than 90 U.S. citizens 
are being held in Saudi Arabia. 

We meet today to examine the legal arguments the Saudi Gov- 
ernment has put forth as grounds for directing its representatives 
not to comply with a congressional subpoena. 

After the October 3rd hearing. Chairman Burton issued docu- 
ment subpoenas to Qorvis Communications, Patton Boggs and The 
Gallagher Group, the three principal firms representing Saudi Ara- 
bia and the country’s interest regarding the abduction issue. The 
subpoenas sought the firms’ documents regarding their activities 
on the abduction cases. The three firms have refused to comply 
with the subpoenas. The primary basis for their refusal to turn 
over the documents is an instruction by the Saudi Ambassador to 
invoke his government’s privileges under the Vienna Convention on 
Diplomatic Relations. They have claimed that their documents are, 
“documents and archives,” of the Saudi Embassy and that such 
documents in the hands of outside law and public relations firms 
are protected, “documents of the mission,” under the treaty. 

Mr. Chairman, I was very frustrated after that October hearing 
when Mr. Michael Petruzzello, who is before us again today, could 
not or would not answer the questions put forth to him regarding 
the abduction cases. I hope it is not the case today and that all of 
the agents of the Saudi Government testifying today will be more 
forthcoming. Last week we heard from Pat Roush and Margaret 
McClain who recounted their hardships in trying to secure the re- 
turn of their children out of Saudi Arabia. I am happy to see them 
here again today. 

Mr. Chairman, it is hard to say if parental child abduction is in- 
creasing or if the public simply has become more aware of the prob- 
lem. I b^elieve that by shining the spotlight on parental abductions 
of American children to Saudi Arabia by this committee will bring 
this issue to the forefront and persuade the State and Justice De- 
partments to reevaluate their policies. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman; and I yield back. 

Mr. Duncan [presiding]. I think what we’re going to do at this 
point, we’re going to take a very brief, about 5-minute break, until 
Chairman Burton can return. Thank you very much. 

[Recess.] 
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Mr. Burton [presiding]. If we could, I’d like to get the panelists 
back to the table so we could ask some questions. Maybe some peo- 
ple have gone to the ladies’ room or something or the men’s room. 
If that’s the case, we’ll wait just a couple more minutes. Sorry I 
had to leave the chamber, but I had something else that came up. 
Since we’re in — since a lot of Members aren’t here, we have to han- 
dle it the best way we can. 

Is everybody back? We still have some people missing. OK. 

I’m going to ask some questions that may not seem relevant at 
the outset, but there’s a reason for them, so I hope you’ll bear with 
me as I ask these questions. 

Mr. Petruzzello, Prince Nayef of the Saudi Interior Ministry re- 
cently stated that, “Jews have exploited the September 11th events 
to undermine the image of Arabs before the American people to in- 
stitute the latter against the Arabs and Muslims.” The question is, 
who perpetrated the September 11th events and who were the 
beneficiaries? I think it was the Jews themselves. Mr. Petruzzello, 
do you agree with Prince Nayefs analysis of September 11th? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I believe bin Laden and A1 Qaeda committed 
that act. I believe that he has admitted to it, and I believe — I don’t 
know what to add beyond that. 

Mr. Burton. How about you, Mr. Deschauer? 

Mr. Deschauer. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Burton. How about you, Mr. Gallagher? 

Mr. Gallagher. I don’t believe his statement, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Do you believe that kind of a statement should be 
condemned? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Deschauer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gallagher. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Prince Nayef is one of the main officials responsible 
for tracking down A1 Qaeda terrorists inside of Saudi Arabia. Now, 
how can he do a good job if he believes that the Jews and the Jew- 
ish state are responsible for September 11th? 

Mr. Deschauer. Sir, I have no personal knowledge of the oper- 
ations of Saudi law enforcement. 

Mr. Burton. Well, my staff received a call Monday from someone 
named Issa Nakhleh who describes himself as the legal adviser to 
the Saudi mission to the United Nations. Do you know if a man 
named Nakhleh is the legal adviser to the Saudi mission at the 
U.N.? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Never heard of him. 

Mr. Deschauer. I’ve never heard of him, sir. 

Mr. Gallagher. Never heard of him, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Nakhleh told my staff that there are no 
kidnappings and that international law allows the Saudi father to 
take his children back to Saudi Arabia regardless of U.S. custody 
orders. 

Mr. Petruzzello, do you believe that there are no kidnappings? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I believe there have been kidnappings. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Deschauer. 

Mr. Deschauer. Sir, based on the testimony of the witnesses, 
yes, there have been children. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Gallagher. 
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Mr. Gallagher. I agree with his statement, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Petruzzello, you testified at the last hearing 
that the Saudi Government understood how important this matter 
was and that they are working hard on it. How is it that — how is 
it possible if a Saudi legal adviser claims that there are no 
kidnappings? I mean, how is that possible? I mean, you have the 
head of the Saudi legal — the equivalent of our FBI and you rep- 
resent that government. How is it that’s possible if the Saudi legal 
adviser claims there are no kidnappings? Doesn’t that show an in- 
consistency? I mean, you’ve heard the testimony. You agree there 
were kidnappings. The government you’re representing says there 
are no kidnappings. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Who is this, the legal adviser that said this? 

Mr. Burton. He’s a man — we have his letter here. Where is his 
letter? I’ll put that in the record. Just 1 second. It’s exhibit No. 25. 
You probably don’t have those exhibits in front of you, do you? 

Let me have a copy of that. Here we are. 

His name is Issa Nakhleh. He’s in New York. He’s a barrister at 
law, and he says that — he says that he’s legal adviser to the Saudi 
Arabian mission to the United Nations, and he says there are no 
kidnappings. And you say you don’t agree with that. 

[Exhibit 25 follows:] 
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Issa Nakhleh LL.B. (London) 
Barrister at Law 
P.O. Box 608 
Grand Central Station 
New York NY 10163-0608 

Telephone; (914) 337-2476 
FAX: (914) 779-8686 


Oecember 9, 2002 


Hon. Dan Burton, MC 
Chainnan, Government Reform Committee 
2157 Rayburn Building 
US House of Representatives 
Washington DC 2001 5 

Dear Congressman Burton, 

I watched your meeting about Saudi Arabia and the custody issue on C-Span. The 
New York Post of December 6, 2002 states: Tor the past six months or so, Chalrmajj 
Dan Burton (R-Ind.) has doggedly pursued the Saudi royal femily and its closest ally - the 
State Department - to help ensure the safe retuni of abducted children to their left-behiod 
American parents.” 

It is reported that you took a Cpngressional delegation to Saudi Arabia to negotiate the 
return of Patricia Roush’s two daughters. 1 heard the flimsy statement of Patricia Roush in 
your Committee. 

I was surprised that members of your Committee were attacking Saudi Arabia and 
attacking Ambassador Adel A1 Jubeir, Advisor to the Saudi Arabian Crown Prince, who 
made a press conference to state that Saudi Arabia is a true ftiend and ally of the United 
States for the last 70 years. He stated that Saudi Arabia supports the United States in its 
war against terrorism. He stated that Saudi Arabia was the firrt covmtry in the world to 
Cgid Osama Bin Laden and was a victim of his tenoiism in Riyadh and ABdiobar. 

The hearing of your Conanittee is part of the vicious canqjaign which is being made 
against Saudi AtaMa. It is deplorable that the United States Congress should be used for 
this hate campaign agamst Saudi Arabia. You personally seem to be pro-lstael because 
you received $62,500 trom pro-Israel PACs. 

Your Committee ignores the rights of Saudi fathers to have custody of their daughters. 


EXHIBIT 
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wk) arc Saudi cifeeng, although they may jdso be U.S. citizens. AccotxJing to private 
Intematioiial Law, the Saudi Arabian hw governs their rigte. You also know that the 
ihnighters of Patricia Roudi were intcaviowed in London by a United States Consular 
Officer who took the girls’ statement with an open nncroplioBe in ffieioom wffile Saradi 
officials were ont^e the door. The two girls st^ed that they love their mother, but ffiey 
want to live in Saudi Arabia with Iheh fither. 

Your Committee issoad subpoenas to force the lawyers of tie Saadi Atabian Embassy 
to testify about their cominunications with the Embassy. Your Comnrittee should ask for 
the opinion of the U.S. Department of State about this matter, which will give yon the 
right position in accordance with Intonatjonal Law. Your requested Prof. Eileen Denza of 
the University College, London, to testify. She delivered a con&sed statement- 1 am a 
graduate of the Unheisity of London andl took, legal courses in the University College, 
London, between 1936-1 939, Your legal adwsois should advise you about the iuviolahjlity 
of diplomatic envoys wMch is respected by the courts and should be respected by 
Congress. 

It is disgraceful that the United States Congress is controlled try the Israeli lobby. It 
starts investigations against Saudi Arabia and other Arab countries. It adopts l^sfation 
and resolutions against the Arabs in fevor of LsracL The law passed by Congress to force 
the United States President to move the United States Embassy fromTelAvivto 
Jerusalem is iBegal It is contrary to eight resohilions of the United Nations Seenrity 
Council which decided that the occupation of Jerusalem by Israel is OlegaL But the United 
States Congress does not consider or support the prmc^les of International Law and 
Justice with regard to Israel, 

I hope that the Government Reform Committee will stop this hate campaign against 
Saudi Arabia, and, in a non-malioious manner, soberly investigate the inordinate influence 
of the Israeli lobby in the Legidative and Executive Branches of the U .S. GovenuiKat. 

RespectfoUy yours, 

Issa Nakhleh LL.B- (Lradogi,^ 

Banister at Law 

Legal Adviser to the Saudi Arabian Mission to the United Nations 
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Mr. Petruzzello. I’ve never heard of him. I have no idea what 
he wrote to you. 

Mr. Burton. Well, he represents their government, to a degree, 
at the U.N. hcause he’s a legal adviser. But you’ve never heard of 
him. 

You testified at the last hearing that the Saudi Government un- 
derstood how important this matter was and that they’re working 
hard on it. How is it that if they’re working hard on it nothing 
seems to he happening? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I’m sorry, Mr. Chairman. What is the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. Burton. You testified that the Saudi Government under- 
stood how important these kidnappings are and these custody mat- 
ters are and that they were working hard on it. How is it that since 
you were last here — it’s been, what, 2 months now — nothing has 
happened? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I believe I testified that the government takes 
this issue seriously. They have activities going on. There’s people 
and resources dedicated to the issue. 

Mr. Burton. The problem is there has been no child, none, re- 
turned, not one. There has been no evidence whatsoever that the 
Saudi Government is trying to get these kids back to their mother 
who has custodial rights according to U.S. courts when they were 
kidnapped from here. So how is it that the Saudi government is 
working hard on this? You’re representing them. You talk to them. 
I imagine you talk to Prince Bandar and the others over there. 
What are they doing that’s working hard on it? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, we all hope that these cases 
get resolved, and, you know — I mean, I understood that they’re 
complex cases. I don’t know why they’re not getting resolved. 

Mr. Burton. But you said they’re working hard on it. What evi- 
dence do you have that they’re working hard on it? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Well, that they have people in the Embassy 
working on this, that they have an ad hoc test group in Saudi Ara- 
bia that has dedicated the issue 

Mr. Burton. So you have firsthand knowledge, then — second- 
hand knowledge, then, from talking to them that they have people 
working on this? 

Mr. Petruzzello. They’ve said that publicly. 

Mr. Burton. Is there any manifestation that they’re accomplish- 
ing anything? Or are they just buying time? 

Mr. Deschauer. The government has said that they’re commit- 
ted to solving this and 

Mr. Burton. Pull the mic a little closer. 

Mr. Deschauer. Sir, the government has made public state- 
ments that they’re committed to solving this. The Foreign Minister 
presented a letter to the Secretary of State suggesting the estab- 
lishment of a working group. My understanding is that the Sec- 
retary of State replied. The Embassy has designated two officials 
in the Embassy to work with the State Department. My under- 
standing, again, secondhand, is that they’ve been in contact — regu- 
lar contact now with the State Department Office of Children Serv- 
ices. 
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These issues have been around for years, as you’ve correctly 
pointed out, but we believe that the government of Saudi Arabia 

is 

Mr. Burton. Would you pull your mic a little closer? They can’t 
hear you. 

Well, the government’s also said, according to their — the head of 
their FBI over there, that the Jews were responsible for the attack 
on the United States on September 11th, and that’s — that kind of 
calls into question whether or not they’re really, really going at this 
in an aggressive manner if they’re not telling the truth about some- 
thing as serious as what happened on September 11th. 

I mean, I have not — ^you would think that this committee would 
be the first organization to know if they were really pursuing this. 
And although they say they’ve talked to the State Department and 
they’ve got some kind of working group, we have heard nothing, we 
have seen nothing, and we’ve been constantly trying to get informa- 
tion on this from you folks as well as others, and there’s been noth- 
ing that we’ve found that shows that there’s any movement what- 
soever. 

Mr. Deschauer. Well, sir, the State Department is on the second 
panel, so I’ll defer. I’m not going to 

Mr. Burton. Well, we’ll ask them about that. We’ll ask the State 
Department about that. 

Mr. Nakhleh also suggests that this investigation is a result of 
Congress being controlled by the Israeli lobby. Have you heard any- 
thing like that, or have they said anything to you like that? 

Mr. Deschauer. Sir, I’ve never heard of this gentleman. I’ve 
never had any contact with this gentleman. This name is never 
heard. I’ve never heard this name. 

Mr. Burton. Well, we’re in the process of contacting the people 
at the U.N. to find out what capacity he is in as far as the Saudi 
Government is concerned. 

At the last hearing, Mr. Gallagher, we questioned Mr. 
Petruzzello about the statement made by Prince Bandar in the 
Wall Street Journal that some have charged that Saudi Arabia is 
holding Americans against their will. This is absolutely not true. 
Mr. Gallagher, do you believe that Prince Bandar’s statement is ac- 
curate, that no Americans are being held against their will? 

Mr. Gallagher. Mr. Chairman, I believe — I have no firsthand 
knowledge of that statement, but I do believe, Mr. Chairman, as I 
stated previously, that — in response to your question, that there 
are cases of kidnapping of children. 

Mr. Burton. So then Prince Bandar, who is the Ambassador to 
the United States, when he made that comment to the Wall Street 
Journal was not telling the truth? 

Mr. Gallagher. Mr. Chairman, I have no — I’ve not spoken to 
Prince Bandar about this issue ever, and I have no firsthand 
knowledge as to what information he was given in order to make 
that statement. 

Mr. Burton. I know that you’re all in a difficult position when 
we ask you these questions, because you’re lobbyists for the Saudi 
Government and you’re getting money from them, and that’s how 
you make your living. I understand that, and they pay you pretty 
handsomely. But the fact of the matter is you’re the people that 



1585 


represent them and try to make sure that they have a positive 
image here in the United States. Prince Bandar has heen the Am- 
bassador to the United States for a long, long time; and he said, 
quote, in the Wall Street Journal, some have charged that Saudi 
Arabia is holding Americans against their will. This is about abso- 
lutely not true. That’s a categorical statement: No Americans are 
being held in Saudi Arabia against their will. 

Now, you guys represent them. You’re to put a nice face on them. 
What do you think about that statement that Prince Bandar is 
making? You’re supposed to make him look good and make the 
Saudis look good. He says that no Americans are being held 
against their will. Do you think he’s telling the truth? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, you know, I presume what 
Prince Bandar was saying in that is that, you know, children born 
to Saudi parents are Saudi citizens, and, you know, I think that’s 
what gets — that’s part of what gets into the whole complexity of 
this issue. 

Mr. Burton. You were here the last time, Mr. Petruzzello, when 
you — there was a 16-year-old, lovely young lady who escaped, and 
it was on 60 Minutes. You saw that tape. And she testified that 
when she was in front of the Saudi — or the American Embassy peo- 
ple over there, she said that she didn’t want to come to America, 
she didn’t want to see her mother, she didn’t want to come here 
and all that sort of thing, and then when she was here before the 
committee when she was in a free country and a free world she 
said she was afraid they would kill her. She said she was being 
held against her will. She wanted to come to America for a long, 
long time, that she was an American citizen. You heard all that. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Burton. How can that be interpreted any other way than 
they’re holding Americans against their will? There was a perfect 
example. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know how to respond to that. 

Mr. Burton. How about you, Mr. Deschauer? 

Mr. Deschauer. Sir, I haven’t spoken to Prince Bandar about 
that. I had nothing to do with the production of that document. So 
I don’t know what Prince Bandar meant legally by the term — when 
he used the term “American woman.” 

Mr. Burton. Well, that was an American woman. She was 16 
years old. She’s not — not 21, but she’s an American, and we have 
other American women. 

I talked to an American woman over there who had two children. 
I’m not at liberty to give you too much information, because this 
woman gave me some graphic details about how her husband had 
threatened her. And she told me, put me in a box with my kids, 
stick me on anything you can, a plane, belly of a plane, and get 
me out of here. She says he indicated he would kill her. 

Now, how can you interpret that any other way than an Amer- 
ican and her American children are being held against their will? 

Mr. Deschauer. Well, sir, because of the issues of dual citizen- 
ship. That’s what makes these cases so complex, not only in Saudi 
Arabia but throughout the world. I mean 

Mr. Burton. This is the only country in the world, the only coun- 
try in the world where an American woman cannot leave the conn- 
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try if she wants to. She has to get the consent, and so do the 
younger women, they have to get the consent of the controlling 
man, usually the father or the husband. So if they want to come 
to America and they’re an American citizen, they have no rights 
whatsoever, even though they’re an adult American citizen. Now, 
would you consider that being held against their will? 

Mr. Deschauer. Sir, I have no personal knowledge of a particu- 
lar people being held against their will. 

Mr. Burton. Did you see the testimony? You said you read all 
the testimony. 

Mr. Deschauer. I did. 

Mr. Burton. Did you read that testimony? 

Mr. Deschauer. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Burton. So you heard the testimony that was in 

Mr. Deschauer. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Do you think those people were lying? 

Mr. Deschauer. No, sir. 

Mr. Burton. So you think they were telling the truth? 

Mr. Deschauer. I have no reason to doubt them, sir. 

Mr. Burton. You have no reason to doubt them. I think Mr. 
Petruzzello said the same thing last time. So you have no reason 
to doubt them, and yet Prince Bandar, the Ambassador to the 
United States who’s a representative of the Saudi Government, 
said, “No Americans are being held against their will. That’s abso- 
lutely not true.” 

Now, I know what position you’re in. You can’t say that you 
think he told a lie, but come on, guys. You represent them. You 
know he lied. You know he lied, and his mouthpiece — what’s that 
guy’s name? Al-Jubir. You know he lied. 

In fact, on 60 Minutes you saw that piece earlier when he said 
he didn’t know anything about this young lady trying to get a pass- 
port and get out. He says, I just heard of it a month ago, and there 
was a letter that Mike Wallace had that showed it was in 1988. 
In 1988 there was a letter signed by him saying we’re not going 
to do anything about it. 

Those guys lie. You’re representing people who lie about Amer- 
ican people being held hostage. 

I know you’re making a lot of money, and I know you don’t like 
to be here, and I don’t like having you here because I know you’re 
pretty nice people. I know you’re nice people, I really do. The rea- 
son we’re doing this is not to beat the heck out of you guys but to 
beat the heck out of the Saudi Government by letting the American 
people know that they’re paying people who have to make a living 
here — ^you guys have to make a living. They’re paying American 
people to put a good face on everything they say, even their lies, 
even their lies. 

And the thing that’s really troubling is when you know for a fact 
that terrorists — the majority of the terrorists who have done dam- 
age and killed American people came from Saudi Arabia, the vast 
majority, 15 of the 19, that Osama bin Laden is a Saudi, that the — 
what’s it, the Wahhabis are teaching the kids in the school over 
there to hate Jews and hate Americans. Every single day that’s 
what they’re teaching, and they control the educational system. 
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They are. Don’t shake their head and tell me they’re not teaching 
them. I know what they’re teaching them. 

And they’re supposed to be our ally, and they’re lying about 
keeping American citizens there against their will. And they’re 
paying people here to represent them legally, like Ms. Mahoney. 
I’m sure she’s a very fine lady and a competent lawyer. And they’re 
paying you guys. And because we have such a free enterprise sys- 
tem and an open system they’ve been getting away with it, and 
kids are suffering. 

You know, there’s a poem that I read a long time ago called, God 
give us — it says, God give us men — a time like this demands strong 
men, tall men who live above the fog in the duty — in public duty 
and in private thinking, men whom the lust of office cannot buy, 
men who have determination and a will. You ever hear that poem? 
Men whom the lust of office cannot buy, and I don’t think the poem 
was just talking about people in public service. I think he was talk- 
ing about people who are paid to mislead, maybe not intentionally, 
but paid to mislead. And the final part of it is, wrong rules of the 
land and waiting justice sleeps. Wrong rules of the land and wait- 
ing justice sleeps. And so it bothers me so much. 

You know, I heard you say, Mr. Petruzzello, the last time you 
were here, you know, you would do anything, anything to keep 
your kids from being kidnapped and held against their will some- 
place, and I believe that, and I believe that’s true of Mr. Deschauer 
or Mr. Gallagher. I’m sure you guys would do anything to protect 
your kids and your family. You’d probably take a gun and go out 
and fight people who were trying to take your kids, and I think 
that’s the way it ought to be. 

These women had their kids kidnapped, never to see them again, 
never to talk to them again except maybe on a rare occasion when 
pressure is brought to bear. And they were given custody by an 
American court, and the Saudis don’t recognize that. 

Mr. Petruzzello, last week I received a response from Prince 
Sand to a letter I sent to Crown Prince Abdullah on September 
12th. That’s exhibit No. 11. The letter makes some pretty surpris- 
ing claims. First, Prince Sand states that the government of Saudi 
Arabia had nothing to do with the travel arrangements of the 
Gheshayan sisters. 

Is that true, that the Saudi Government had nothing to do with 
the travel arrangements of those folks? 

[Exhibit 11 follows:] 
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RECEIVED 

DEC 2 2002 

housecommitieeon 

GOVERNMENT REFOHM 

ROYAt. EMBASSY OF SAUDI ARABIA 
THE AMBASSADOR WASH I NGTON, D. C. 


November 19, 2002 


The Honorable Dan Burton 
Chairman 

Government Refom Committee 
United States House of Representatives 
2185 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 1 5- 1 406 

Dear Chairman Burton: 

I have the pleasure to forward to you the enclosed letter fiom His Royal Highness 
Prince Sand Al-Faisal, Minister of Foreign Affairs. 

An unofficial translation of the letter is also enclosed. 

With best personal regards. 


Bandar bin Sultan bin Abdulaziz 
Ambassador 



- FXHIBIT 



Enel, a/s 
BbSbA/hs 
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(Unofficial Translation) 


The Honorable Dan Barton 
Chairman 

Government Reform Committee 
United States House of Representatives 
2185 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 1 5-1406 

Dear Chairman Burton: 

His Royal highness Prince Abdullah bin Abdulaziz A1 Saud, Crown Prince, Deputy 
Prime Minister and Commander of the National Guard, asked me to reply, on his 
behalf, to your letter addressed to His Royal Hi^ess on September 12, 2002, in 
which you mentioned that it was meant to continue the dialogue you had with me 
during your recent visit to the Kingdom concerning the cases of children bom to 
Saudi fathers and American mothers. 

First, I would like to express my regret over the misinformation and offenses about 
the Kingdom and its regulations which were included in your letter. Such remarks do 
not help to proceed with the dialogue, understanding and cooperation on an issue we 
consider very important and deserves sufficient attention from both parties in order to 
achieve a clear and joint vision whose first priority would be the interests of the 
children, and would also pave the way for establishing a clear understanding between 
the parents which guarantees a good atmosphere for their children to grow, and 
guarantees their life with freedom and security. This principle was, and still is, the 
basic foundation and main outset for any dealing of the subject from our part. In this 
context, 1 expressed in my message to Secretary Powell that the Saudi Government is 
prepared to work constructively with the US government. I made a practical 
suggestion on how to begin cooperation; through establishing a working committee 
between our two governments to achieve a bilateral protocol which aims at providing 
an acceptable framework and an appropriate joint source to solve the problems that 
mi^t arise in this area. The protocol should be founded on the principle of looking 
for the interests of the children and assist in creating an atmosphere of understanding 

J2 
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The Honorable Dan Burton 
{Page 2) 


between the parents, organizing the visitation ri^ts and defining the responsibility of 
the two governments in observing the protocol and guaranteeing the equal respect for 
the rules and regulations of the two countries. When this is achieved, it will be a good 
start to establish an exemplary international agreement that will regulate similar cases 
in the international community. This is something that we look forward to achieve, 
and reiterate the dedication of the responsible officials in the Kingdom to achieve an 
objective solution. 

You mentioned in your letter that you were “fiustrated” because you were not able to 
meet with the Crown Prince. I wish to remind you of what was relayed to you tiiat his 
previous engagements did not allow the chance for your meeting. But since he is 
personally interested in this issue, he asked me to meet with you at that time. During 
our meeting I advised you of the complete vision of the Kingdom including the 
suggestion mentioned in this letter which aims virtually at solving this problem within 
a legal context and without resorting to po liticizing such cases and using them for 
purposes other than humanitarian purposes - as mentioned in your letter. Such a 
direction would only complicate the matter and drift away from the most appropriate 
context for its solution. It also contributes to a drift in the visions and distracts 
attention fiom looking into cordial solutions based on understanding, and legal 
solutions based on justice and equality. These are the most appropriate options to 
take, to which we are still open and, undoubtedly, the fiiendly US government shares 
tliis vision with us. 

Regarding the two case mentioned in your letter, you accused the Saudi government 
of arranging a meeting in LondonTor the two Gheshayan girls with American officials 
and a TV producer, and of urging them to make a statement expressing their desire to 
remain in the Kingdom. I wish to explain and ascertain that the government of Saudi 
Arabia had nothing to do with the travel arrangements. You should know that the 
meeting was initiated by the husbands of the two Gheshayan girls themselves. As for 
Amjad Radwan, she has her own Saudi passport and she can travel to the US 
whenever she desires to do so without any restrictions. 

What is really surprising is that you used unacceptable allegations against the 
Kingdom and its Islamic Shari’ a laws. You have used inappropriate and unjustifiable 
expressions that do not follow the regulations of a civil dialogue, and accused the 
Kingdom with terms that are not appropriate to be used by a responsible official like 

../3 
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The Honorable Dan Burton 
(Page 3) 


yourself holding a job at the Congress which we respect and appreciate and consider 
as a representative of the civilized cullure and thinking of the American Nation. 
Therefore, we are confident that your personal views do not represent the views of the 
American people whom we trust in its respect of our values and principles. 

Therefore, we totally reject anything that damages our Islamic Shari’ a on which a 
total system of the state is founded, and in which one quarter of the population on this 
earth believe. This Shari’a regulates and guarantees all humanitarian rights without 
any prejudices. It is founded on God’s orders which we follow as well as the good 
objectives of Islam, mainly justice. 

Finally, I wish to reiterate the Kingdom’s preparedness to cooperate with the US 
government to achieve a clear and joint vision about these issues in accordance with 
fee suggestion mentioned earlier. 

Wife my best regards. 

Sincerely, 


Saud Al-Faisal 
Minister of Foreign Affairs 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 


/hs 



1592 


Mr. Petruzzello. I have not seen that letter. So maybe I’ll take 
a moment. But 

Mr. Burton. Did anybody in your firm get a copy of that letter? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. 

Mr. Burton. Do you have any knowledge that the Saudi Govern- 
ment was or was not involved in getting — making travel arrange- 
ments for them to go to London when we went over there? Do you 
have any knowledge about that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, as I testified last time, I didn’t 
know who made the arrangements for the trip. I presumed it was 
the government. 

Mr. Burton. The women did not travel alone. They did have a 
male contingent with them, though. 

Mr. Petruzzello. As I understand it, their husbands were with 
them. 

Mr. Burton. Were all their children with them? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I believe so. I’m not sure, but I think that’s 
right. 

Mr. Burton. Do you know who paid for the trip to London? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Burton. Abdul Aziz — boy, it’s hard to read all these 
names — ^Al-Suwaiyyegh, the director of the Foreign Ministry’s office 
in the Western Province, wrote in the Arab News, exhibit 18, that 
the Saudi Government paid for it. So the Saudi government paid 
for the trip, according to what he said in the Arab News. 

So those women pretty much were in a controlled environment, 
even though they went to London, in my view. They had men with 
them, not just their husbands but others. They were in their 
abayas. The minute they went into another room, they took their 
abayas off, but when the men came back in, they sat in a corner, 
put their abayas back on and were very subservient to the men and 
let them answer questions, not unlike the young woman who testi- 
fied here that when she was with her dad she had to say certain 
things, but when she came to America and was sitting at that 
table, she told the truth. 

So we don’t know, but we do know that the Saudi Government 
sent them to London, paid for them to go to London, made the trav- 
el arrangements for them to go to London at the very time that I 
took a congressional delegation to Riyadh and Jidda to try to get 
these women out of there. So when they said that they hated their 
mother, they wished she was dead, they never wanted to see her 
again, when her mother told us that the opposite was true the last 
time she talked to them, contradicts that. 

If the Saudi Government paid for the trip, how could Prince 
Sand’s statement be accurate? He said they had nothing to do in 
that letter, and that letter I’ve just referred to, he said that the 
Saudi Government had nothing to do with making the travel ar- 
rangements to go to London. So if the Saudi Government did pay 
for the trip, as was said in the Saudi press, then how can his state- 
ment be accurate? This is Prince Sand, the Foreign Minister. 

[Exhibit 18 follows:] 
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In an interview with the Associated Press in London. Aliya and Aysha, two Saudi 
girls, spoke to Dona Abu Al-Naser about the breakdown of their parents’ 
marriage. Their father is Saudi while their mottier is American. Dona explains 
that both girls were brought up in a conservative Saudi family and over the past 
1 7 years have seen their mother only once. She has battled fiercely to have the 
girls brought to the United States. Dona repeats a statement by the younger 
daughter, Aliya, 23: ”1 don’t want to go to the US or contact my mother." Aysha, 
who is 29, said: "We want her to leave us alone and we will not rest until she is 
dead.^' From her home in San Francisco, Pat Roush, their mother, says: "My 
daughters love me and I love them." She accuses the Saudi government of 
forcing the girls to reject her. 
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Islamic Political 
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I myself have followed cases in which problems have arisen between American 
wives and Saudi husbands — problems leading to strained family life, toss of 
love and eventually to divorce. It is important to first clarify that this phenomenon 
is neither strange nor is it unique to Saudi husbands. These are problems that 
arise between husbands and wives all over the world, In "normal" as well as in 

I "mixed marriages" — where the partners are of different nationalities. 

' What is strange about "mixed marriages" is that social and marital problems are 
transformed into thorny political issues which could damage relations between 
two countries long linked by friendship and mutual interests. Even more 
ludicrous is that the Saudi government should be accused by certain individuals 
of forcing husbands and children to act in a way that is against their interests. : 
What possible self-interest could motivate the Saudi government to take such a 
stand? The adoption by a government of a certain political stance is usually 
linked to a goal that serves the interest of that state or government. Have those 
who spread these accusations asked themselves what interest would be served 
by denying a mother her daughters or a husband his wife? What interest does it 
serve for the Saudi government to forbid Roush’s daughters from contacting her 
or going back to her? 

An 1 8-member delegation from the US Congress visited Saudi Arabia last week. 
Congressman Dan Burton, diairman of the Committee on Government Reform 
in the US Congress, headed the delegation. In June, prior to his visit to the 
Kingdom, Burton led a session in which he delivered a speech concerning US- 
Saudi relations — the major part of wrfilch dealt wiUi what he termed "the case of 
weak people" or more specifically, the cases of marital problems between Saudi 
husbands and their American wives. In his speech. Burton accused the Saudi 
government of refusing to respect American law and said that Saudi laws 
regarding the rights of women and children were wrong. According to Burton, not 
only had the Saudi government refused assistance in solving such cases, it had 
also established what he called "safe houses" for Saudi husbands in a country 
that regards women and children as private property. 


The aim of this delegation’s visit was to verity the facts surrounding Rou 
case and other simifar cases. This is exactly what the Saudi governmen 


http://www.arabnews.com/SArticle.asp?ID=18814&sc^Burton& 
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inem lo ao aespiie iis (xinvicuon tnai sucn cases are governea oy social 
relations and law rather than by fordgn affairs. The Saudi Minister for Foreign 
Affairs. Prince Saud Al-Falsal, considers matters of marital discord between 
some Saudi husbands and their American wives as neither a Saudi-American 
problem nor a governmental problem. It is a family problem. In spite of that, the 
Saudi government did its utmost to urge die sisters. Aliya and Aysha, to discuss 
the case. Furthermore, it bore the expenses of their travel, with their husbands 
an d children, to London inoraer to allow them^otal freedom to speak or indeed 
travel from London to the US or even to seek refuge in thelJS~Embassy in 
_L.ondon if they so wish ed. 

As reported by the Associated Press, an American diplomat visited the sisters 
and confirmed that she found them in good health and that they had told her 
they did not wish to travel to the US at that time. Despite all her efforts, including 
providing the sisters with American passports, the sisters refused her offer. In 
spite of the fact that the sisters are considered American by birth, they both 
confirmed that neither of them held an American passport. Aysha insists: "The 
US is not our country. Even if our mother is American, if we were to go there, we 
would not be happy. We would be lost." At the same time, the sisters speak with 
great love of their father and say that he constantly asks them whether they 
would like to speak with ttieir mother on the phone. Aysha confirms, "He did not 
forbid us from seeing our mother if we wished." 

VWio is it then that is subjecting them to torture and nightmares disregarding their 
wish? The sisters confirm that It Is their mother who is doing it through her public 
campaign. Aysha says of her mother; "She has appeared on television and 
insulted us and our religion. This approach does not help us have any feelings 
for her." 

When the Associated Press journalist asked them if they had any final words to 
say to their mother, Aliya said; "We are proud to be Saudi women. Our men treat 
us with respect and we live well. Just make her leave us alone. Many years have 
passed and we do not need her." As for Aysha, her final words were: "If she truly 
loves us and wants us to be happy, then let her leave us to live in peace with our 
husbands in Saudi Arabia without any scandals in the newspapers or on 
television." 

The problem is that despite all this, their mother, in an e-mail to the Associated 
Press, said that there was no guarantee her daughters had spoken freely in 
London. She went on to say; "It pains me that the government of Saudi Arabia 
and their mentally retarded father and his family have tortured them and have 
now subjected them to this nightmare in London." She declared that she would 
not give up and would not stop wori<ing to get back "my Aliya and my Aysha". 

In the end, of course, marital disputes are human ones whose effects are not 
limited to the partners. They affect also the children, who are the fuel that keep 
the fire burning. Prince Saud clarified in his meeting with the delegation from the 
Congress that the subject of disputes in mixed marriages is considered "a 
human tragedy that should not be politicized." He confirmed that his country was 
not only concerned with, but was also committed to, dealing with these cases 
and that the Saudi government had created a special committee to review each 
case in an attempt to find a solution acceptable to both sides. Prince Saud also 
asked that both countries work side by side to find practical solutions to these 
tragic cases. The solutions "should guarantee the rights of both parents and, 
more importantly, should safeguard the rights of the children who are the real 
victims in such cases." 

In my opinion, the Saudi government has presented endless evidence of its 
good intentions and showed its ccwnmitment lo finding a solution to the marital 
disputes the delegation investigated. The invitation extended to the delegation 


http;//’www.arabnews.com/SArticle.asp?ID=18814&sct=Burton& 
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and giving its members full freedom to meet with any of the children of American 
mothers and giving them the chance to speak without witnesses merely confirms 
the extent of the Saudi efforts. The government has no objective except to work 
for a solution that guarantees the rights of both sides and especially the rights of 
the children. The attempts to use these cases as tools to harm the Saudi 
government and distort the image of the Saudi citizen is unacceptable. For every 
case of a failed marriage between Saudis and Americans, there are many more 
successful ones where the wives and families live peacefully together whether in 
Saudi Arabia or in the US. Marriage is a relationship between two people that 
may last so long as either person lives or it may end the very first day. I 
remember the story of a newly married couple who began their honeymoon with 
an argument during v^ich their voices were raised and things ended in divorce. 
Upon grumbling to one of his friends about his bad luck, the friend commented; 
"Marriage resembles a ban-el frlled half wnth honey and half with onions. It 
seems, my friend, that you have opened the barrel from the wrong end." 

— Abdul Aziz Husain AlSuwaiyyegh is director of the Foreign Ministry’s office in 
the Western Province. 


B Email this article a Print this article 
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Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know how to respond to that. I didn’t 
talk — I didn’t see this letter from Prince Sand. I didn’t even know 
he sent one or talked to him about it beforehand. 

Mr. Burton. Well, let me ask you this. If he said they didn’t pay 
for the trip and plan for it and then it comes out in the paper from 
a Foreign Ministry office that it was paid for by the government, 
would you say that was untrue? I mean, you’ve got the Foreign 
Ministry’s office in the Western Province wrote in the Arab News 
that the saw Saudi Government paid for it and the Foreign Min- 
ister said they didn’t. There’s an inconsistency there, wouldn’t you 
say? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yeah. I would say one would have to go back 
to Prince Sand and ask him to clarify it, because he’s not the kind 
of guy that I think would make misstatements. But, you know, I 
don’t 

Mr. Burton. You don’t think he’d lie? 

Mr. Petruzzello. From what dealings I’ve had with him, no, I 
don’t think so. 

Mr. Burton. Do you think Prince Bandar would lie? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I don’t think so. 

Mr. Burton. You don’t think he lied when he said that no Amer- 
icans are being held against their will? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I think that gets back into the question we 
talked about earlier about who’s a citizen of what country, but I 
don’t think he intentionally meant to lie to you or anybody else. 

Mr. Burton. They’re American citizens. They’re American citi- 
zens, and they’ve been kidnapped and taken over there, and they 
want to come home. So they’re held against their will, wouldn’t you 
say? 

Mr. Petruzzello. And I hope they do. 

Mr. Burton. And they’re held against their will. So when Prince 
Bandar says they’re not being held against their will, that’s not ac- 
curate. And when Prince Sand says that the government had noth- 
ing to do with sending those women to London when we went to 
Saudi Arabia so we couldn’t work on that issue, he’s not telling the 
truth either. 

The letter from Prince Sand also states that the meeting was ini- 
tiated by the husbands of the two girls themselves. Is that true? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I do not know. 

Mr. Burton. This has been such a highly visible issue, and you 
work with the Saudi Government trying to help them with their 
public relations, you don’t know anything about that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. As I testified last time, I don’t know how the 
trip was organized or who organized it. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Deschauer, do you have any knowledge of that? 

Mr. Deschauer. No, sir. I don’t know anything about it. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Gallagher, do you have any knowledge of that? 

Mr. Gallagher. No, Mr. Chairman. I was not involved in plan- 
ning, setting up, or any arrangements for the trip. 

Mr. Burton. At the committee’s last hearing, Mr. Petruzzello, 
you testified that the London meeting was inspired by Adel al- 
Jubeir and his appearance a couple of weeks prior to where he ap- 
peared on the O’Reilly show, and made a commitment to have the 
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Geshayan sisters interviewed and meet with the U.S. Government 
officials outside of Saudi Arabia. 

So which is it? Was the meeting initiated by the Geshayan sis- 
ters’ husbands, or was it initiated by Adel al-Jubeir? I mean, he 
said he was going to do it on the O’Reilly show and it was done. 
Would you assume that he did it? 

Mr. Petruzzello. As I testified last time, is that, as I under- 
stood, it was my impression that there was activity — I don’t know 
who specifically, but there was activity inside the government to 
try and get the sisters to come to America. They have been trying 
to do that for some time. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Deschauer, Prince Sand’s letter concludes that 
we totally reject anything that damages our Islamic Shari’a. We to- 
tally reject anything that damages our Islamic Shari’a on which the 
total system of the state is founded, end quote. 

It sounds like the Saudi Government has staked out a pretty ex- 
treme position that does not contemplate any resolution of these 
kidnappings outside of the Shari’a. Would you say that is accurate? 

Mr. Deschauer. Sir, I don’t know. I am not an expert on Islamic 
law. 

Mr. Burton. Well, the Shari’a law says that the man has com- 
plete control, and that the government cedes to him the authority 
over the family and the women and everything else and that they 
can’t do anything without their approval. 

And he says, “We totally reject anything that damages our Is- 
lamic Shari’a on which the total system of the State is founded.” 
And that is also that they don’t recognize anything but Islamic law 
and the law of Saudi Arabia. 

So if there is an American child born, and it is an American citi- 
zen, and a court gives custody to the mother, they don’t recognize 
that at all. So they don’t recognize it as kidnapping because the fa- 
ther has complete control anywhere in the world, and he can take 
the child anytime he wants to. Is that pretty much your under- 
standing, or do you have any idea about that? 

Mr. Deschauer. Sir, I am not an expert in Islamic law. 

Mr. Burton. Prince Saud states that the — the law regulates and 
guarantees all humanitarian rights without any prejudices. 

Do you think that law protects women’s rights without any preju- 
dice? It doesn’t sound like it. I don’t want to continue to put you 
on the spot with this. But the fact is they recognize men; they don’t 
recognize women or kids. 

Ms. Rousch, Ms. McClain, what can you tell us about the Saudi 
law and how it treats women and children? And does it guarantee 
your rights if you go over there? And why would Prince Saud make 
statements that are so plainly false? 

Ms. Roush. Shari’a law does not protect the rights of American 
Christian women at all. I was advised to go to court by the State 
Department to try to seek custody of my children right after they 
were taken in 1986. I have absolutely no standing in the Shari’a 
law. And other American women who have gone to court in Saudi 
Arabia have lost their children, and then they have absolutely no 
standing at all. We have no standing with Shari’a law. Shari’a law 
only upholds the claims of the father and the male. The males rule. 
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Mr. Burton. Now, I don’t remember who it was, but before you 
answer, Ms. McClain, we had a woman here who was a Christian 
woman, and she had divorced her Saudi husband and wanted to go 
see her children. But she was afraid for her life, because he had 
remarried, and if she had gone over there, according to the Shari’a 
law, she could be 

Ms. Roush. An enemy of Islam. 

Mr. Burton. She could be subject to the death penalty. 

Ms. Roush. Yes. Joanna Tonetti. 

Mr. Burton. She is the lady from Terre Haute, Indiana. 

Ms. McClain. I totally reject the statement that the Prince made 
that Shari’a law allows people to have all of their humanitarian 
rights. Under Shari’a law, very few people — even Saudi women who 
were born in Saudi Arabia can lose their children the same way 
that we have lost our children. If the man over there decides to 
take the children away from the wife, he can, and never let her see 
them again. 

So it is not just us American women; it is those Saudi women 
that live there that don’t have any rights under these laws either. 

Mr. Burton. I understand that. But, we certainly can’t get into 
the problems of the Saudi people themselves. That is something for 
the government and their religious leaders to deal with. I am con- 
cerned about American women and children. 

Mr. Petruzzello, earlier Prince Sand sent a letter to the Secretary 
of State in which he suggests that four American mothers had kid- 
napped their children from Saudi Arabia to the United States. Do 
you know if the list that he sent to the Secretary of State was accu- 
rate? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, you asked me about that last 
time I was here. And I don’t know any more than I did last time, 
which is that I hadn’t seen the list and I didn’t know anything 
about those cases. Not quite sure whether it was — what it was re- 
ferring to. 

Mr. Burton. Have you tried to find out anything about that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. On those cases, no. 

Mr. Burton. How about you, Mr. Deschauer, do you know any- 
thing about that? 

Mr. Deschauer. No, sir. I had nothing to do with that letter. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Gallagher. 

Mr. Gallagher. No, Mr. Chairman. I have never seen the letter, 
never seen the list. I asked, at the hearing where Mr. Petruzzello 
testified, I asked your counsel in the hall for the list. And I have 
never seen it. But he did inform me that he had seen the list, but 
I have never seen the list. 

Mr. Burton. Have you seen the list? I think that you have the 
list in front of you, the December 27th letter. Excuse me, exhibit 
27. Could you take a look at it now, Mr. Gallagher, and the others, 
see if you are familiar with that? 

[Exhibit 27 follows:] 
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September 17, 2002 

The Honorable Colin Powell 
Secretary of State 
The State Department 
Washington. DC 

Dear Secretary Powell: 

I am writing to propose to yon the formation of a task force or ad hoc committee 
between our two governments to examine the possibility of reaching a bilateral protocol 
on the issue of child abduction. 

We believe that the bilateral protocol should seek to protect the interests of the children 
in question, and help bring families together. It should address the issue of visitation 
lights, and die responsibility of both governments to work within their respective legal 
systems to prevent the abduction of children. Or ideally, an international agreement 
could be feshioned that would address the broader interests of the children of broken 
marriages involving parents of mote than one natjonality. Such an agreement could also 
deal with custody rights by working to help bring together the families without resorting 
to differing legal systems. 

As you are aware, the issue of child abduction is a global one, and the cases involving 
the Kingdom represent less than one percent of all cases involving an American parent 
and a parent from another country. There are also a number of cases where phildren 
were abducted out of Saudi Arabia and brought to the U.S. against the wishes of their 
Saudi parent, and the orders of Saudi courts. I am enclosing a list of four urgent cases 
from a number of cases that we will convey to you later. 

Mr. Secretary, we strongly believe that the time has come to create a practical 
mechanism for dealing with this issue between our two countries, and we are ready to 
begin exploring possibilities with your government. In this context, I would appreciate 
hearing from you about any ideas you might have on the most appropriate manner to 
begin this process. 


With best regards. 



Saud Al-Faisal 
Minister of Foreign Affairs 
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SuMMAmts OF Cases Relating to Saudi Oti2^n’s of American ^1oT3^ ers 

1 . Yasrnin Khalid Al-Shalbub 

Khalid Abdul-Aziz A1-Sha3hub daugbtcsr Vasmmis believed id have been abducicd 
by her American mother End left the Ss^di /U'abia through diplomatic assistance on a 
U.S. military sircTafiL All diplomatic and legal channels have been ejAausted to 
return Vasmin to her father jn the Kingdom, or to work out visitation rights. 

2 . Sami Jalal h^oghrab & Yasmtn Jalal Moghrab 

Jalal All Moghrab’s two children were abducted by their American iijothcsrio an 
\3ndiselosed desiinadon. It was discovered later that the children were at the U.S. 
consulate in Jeddah prior to their departure lo.the United States. It it believed the 
children have been tiansferrcd to the United States. 

3. AbduJ-AaazNaser Alhjumedi’s case of his three abducted children by thehr American 
mother is cun-catly a U.S. coun. The mother has refusal to allow the father visitation 
rights in the U.S. 

4. KhaJid Saad Al-Sbabrami 

Saad Fahad Al-Shabrami's ex-wife, Jetaiifer, won a court order aUowing her to meet 
with her son Kbalid, Although the father has no objection to the visitation, he wj^cs 
that the meeting take place under the supervision of the concerned Saudi avrthorities, 
fearing abduction by the mother. 
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Mr. Gallagher. Mr. Chairman, I don’t recall seeing that letter. 

Mr. Burton. You haven’t seen it? Why don’t you take a look at 
it now and see do you have any knowledge of whether or not it is 
accurate or inaccurate? It is from Prince Saud. As the Foreign Min- 
ister, it should be an accurate letter; would you not say so? 

Mr. Gallagher. Mr. Chairman, I have no firsthand knowledge 
of where this list came from, who prepared it, and I cannot give 
you an informed opinion about it. 

Mr. Burton. I know. But assuming that the Foreign Minister of 
Saudi Arabia sends a letter to Secretary of State Powell, saying 
that four children were kidnapped from Saudi Arabia, you would 
assume that he would be telling the Secretary of State the truth, 
wouldn’t you? You wouldn’t think that he’d lie to Secretary of State 
Powell? 

Mr. Gallagher. I would not think so, sir. 

Mr. Burton. But the fact is, it isn’t true. It isn’t accurate. We 
have checked that out. There have been no kids kidnapped from 
Saudi Arabia. We had one case where a child was kidnapped from 
the United States, and her grandmother sold her house and got 
$200,000 and paid to help her escape, which she wanted to do. 

But, that certainly can’t be considered kidnapping. The — and two 
of the cases he cited, the kids are still in Saudi Arabia. So that 
was — so that was either an inaccuracy on the part of Prince Saud 
or it was a lie, one of the two. And I personally think it was prob- 
ably the latter. 

And it really is troubling that we know that Prince Bandahar 
has lied. We know that al-Jubeir has lied. And now we are pretty 
sure that Prince Saud has lied directly to the State Department. 
These are people that you are representing. I won’t use the term — 
“son of a gun,” I will use that instead of what was in the paper. 
But al-Jubeir was called a lying son of a something in this week’s 
Weekly Standard. 

When we met with Prince Saud, he was repeatedly dishonest. 
Prince Nayef, who has jurisdiction over child abduction issues, 
thinks that the Jews are behind September 11th. A legal advisor 
to the Saudi mission to the U.N. thinks that Israel runs the U.S. 
Congress and tells us that there are no kidnappings. We get a list 
from the Saudi Government that lies about children, saying they 
were kidnapped from Saudi Arabia, and yet you say everything is 
going really well and we should trust them and you, and — why 
should we trust them? Why should we trust them? They are work- 
ing very hard to set up commissions and stuff to look into this to 
bring these kids back home? Why should we trust them after we 
know the Foreign Minister lied, the Saudi Ambassador lied, their 
spokesman lied, Mr. al-Jubeir. Why should we trust them? I don’t 
think you have to answer that. 

Now, the need for the documents. Ms. Roush, have you ever re- 
ceived assurances from the Saudi lobbyists that they are working 
on the return of your children and that the Saudi Government was 
working in good faith? Have you received anything like that? 

Ms. Roush. Have I ever seen anything from 

Mr. Burton. That would indicate from the lobbyists or from the 
Saudi Government that your children — that they are working on 
trying to get your kids back? 
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Ms. Roush. Absolutely not. They are not working on it. They 
never communicate with me. The only communication that they 
have with me is through my daughters, in coercing and manipulat- 
ing Alia and Aisha to go on a trip to London — which they have 
never been out of the country before in 17 years — and in manipu- 
lating the media and the State Department in — and producing and 
directing a Stalinistic show trial involving my innocent daughters. 

And Mr. Petruzzello was involved in that. And I don’t know 
about the others, but Petruzzello certainly was. He had a member 
of Qorvis Communications in the room, in the room with my 
daughters. They have never been allowed to leave in 17 years. 
These are two little girls who are grown up and are big girls now, 
and have never been able to breathe the freedom of freedom. They 
were taken to a free country, to London finally. And Mr. 
Petruzzello sits here very innocently and says he doesn’t know, he 
doesn’t understand Shari’a or any of the Saudi laws; yet he under- 
stood enough to take my daughters to London. 

Mr. Burton. Let me ask Mr. Petruzzello a question. Did you 
have somebody from your firm there when they were there in Lon- 
don? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Oh, you did. But you don’t know any more about 
it than you just had someone there? 

Mr. Petruzzello. There was a young woman from our firm, who 
was about the same age as the sisters, that was there for the — for 
the interview that the girls had with Fox News. 

Mr. Burton. Did you help assist the interview with Fox news? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. So you sent somebody over there. What kind of 
knowledge did you have of this meeting and this trip that they 
took? If you sent someone over there, you had to know that they 
were going. Who told you that they were going? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Adel al-Jubeir told me they were going. 

Mr. Burton. Al-Jubeir told you they were going. Did he tell you 
they were paying for the trip, the government was? 

Mr. Petruzzello. At the time, no, he didn’t discuss it. 

Mr. Burton. Well, do you know that they paid for the trip? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Just what I have read in the paper. 

Mr. Burton. Did you ask al-Jubeir any questions about the trip 
and what was going on? 

Mr. Petruzzello. You know, as I testified last time, you know, 
the — the request was to notify Fox and to provide somebody to be 
there, a woman, young woman, just to be there for the interview. 
That is what we did. 

Mr. Burton. Did the young lady that went over there have any 
indication about these young women? Can — did she tell you that 
they were with men or by themselves, or what did she say? She 
didn’t come back and just say it was a nice trip and that is it. 

Mr. Petruzzello. What she said was that they were with their 
husbands. Not during the interview, but their husbands were 
there, and they were there with — I think one child, I think. 

Mr. Burton. Were there any other men there? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. 

Mr. Burton. Just the husbands? 
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Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. There wasn’t anybody there from the Saudi Govern- 
ment other than the husbands? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. 

Mr. Burton. You are pretty sure about that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Based on what I have heard, yes. 

Ms. Roush. Mr. Chairman, I was told by Mr. O’Reilly’s producer 
Kristine Kotta, that their uncles were there and their father was 
there also in the hotel with my daughters. 

Mr. Burton. And if — if a woman in Saudi Arabia does something 
that is not agreed to by the husband or the male in the family, 
what happens to them? 

Ms. Roush. They are either killed or tortured. 

Mr. Burton. Or beaten. 

Ms. Roush. Beaten, tortured. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. So do you think your daughters, even though they 
were out of Saudi Arabia and in London, could freely say what they 
wanted to say? 

Ms. Roush. Absolutely not. My daughters were in a controlled 
environment; whether they were in Saudi Arabia or they were in 
that hotel in London, they were totally controlled. 

Mr. Burton. You don’t think your daughters want to see you 
dead, do you? 

Ms. Roush. My daughters love me very much. They want to be 
with me in the United States. They told me that when I saw them 
in 1995. And Aisha told me that last year when I was able to talk 
to her, she said, “I love you. Mom. Come here Mom. Help.” And 
then her father took the phone away from her. 

Mr. Burton. Let me get this straight. In 1995 they both told you 
they loved you? 

Ms. Roush. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Last year your one daughter said. We love you, and 
the father took the phone away? 

Ms. Roush. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. How does that square with what was said on Fox 
News that they hated their mother and they never wanted to come 
back and they wished that she was dead? Do you think they could 
change that fast, in a year, when they haven’t seen her? 

The Saudi Government claims that it was just sending your 
daughters, Ms. Roush, to London so they could speak their mind. 
And you answered that obviously we shouldn’t take the Saudis at 
their word. Do you think it is important that we obtain the lobbyist 
documents so we can see what was really going on and why they 
sent your daughters to London? 

Ms. Roush. Absolutely. I think these documents are extremely 
important. I think their e-mail, their communication between them 
and Jubeir is very important when they were organizing the whole 
thing. 

I think Petruzzello was in it from the ground floor. I think he 
organized it, he directed it, and Jubeir and him produced it to- 
gether. It was a little scheme. Jubeir had been trying to make that 
happen since July after our last hearing when he went to Ambas- 
sador Bill Burns of the State Department. And they called me, and 
I said absolutely not. 
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But Jubeir would not be silenced on this. He wanted it to happen 
when he met O’Reilly. He knew that he could make it happen. And 
this man here beside me, Petruzzello, helped him put the whole 
thing together. 

Those documents can be very incriminating to all three of these 
people. I believe that, sir. 

Mr. Burton. The Saudis claim that they are trying to resolve — 
Ms. McClain, they are trying to resolve the kidnapping of your 
daughter. Have you seen any evidence whatsoever that they are 
trying to help with that? 

Ms. McClain. No, I haven’t seen any evidence of that. I have not 
seen any evidence of that. In fact, I think they are working actively 
to make sure that my daughter and I are kept apart. 

Mr. Burton. The Saudis and the U.S. State Department deny 
that the Saudi Embassy was complicit in your daughters’ kidnap- 
ping. The Saudis and our State Department. Do you believe that? 

Ms. McClain. No. I know that they were complicit in the kidnap- 
ping of my daughter. My ex-husband was a part-time employee of 
the Saudi Embassy. As the assistant Imam of the Jonesboro Is- 
lamic Center, he was receiving pay from the Saudi Embassy for 
that position. I sent all of my legal documents to them in 1994 and 
in 1995. You should have copies of that from a previous hearing. 
They know that I had legal custody of her. I — I reminded them that 
she was not allowed to leave the country, and they let her leave 
anyway. 

Mr. Burton. You told the Saudis that? 

Ms. McClain. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Burton. And our State Department, were they aware of that 
at that time? 

Ms. McClain. I don’t know if they were or not. 

Mr. Burton. Do you think the State Department takes the 
Saudis’ assurances regarding kidnapping cases at face value? 

Ms. McClain. Well, I think they take them at face value. I think 
they just believe anything the Saudis tell them. 

Mr. Burton. Do either one of you think it would be important 
if the State Department was confronted with evidence that the 
Saudis had been misleading them about their actions in resolving 
these kidnapping cases? 

Ms. Roush. Let me answer that, sir. The State Department, dur- 
ing — the records that we found from the subpoenaed documents 
from the State Department concerning my case proved that the 
State Department has created documents to support their Saudi 
friends. They have created a number of documents in my case 
which are absolutely downright lies concerning things that never 
happened — that I said that never happened. And these documents 
have come forward. 

And the State Department — it is not a matter of not knowing. 
The State Department defends the Saudi Government. They do ev- 
erything the Saudi Government said, as exemplified by this meet- 
ing in London when Jubeir gave the order. He wanted the State 
Department to be there, and they were there, “Johnny on the spot.” 

Mr. Burton. Ms. McClain, do you think it is important — do you 
think it would be important if the State Department was con- 
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fronted with evidence that the Saudis had heen misleading them 
about their actions in resolving these kidnapping cases? 

Ms. McClain. Yes, I think it would he very important. Because 
right now it looks like the Secretary of State is, you know, very 
close to the Saudis because of his involvement on military affairs. 
And I think that is a conflict of interest with his involvement on 
children’s issues. 

But I think if he were to see some actual evidence that the 
Saudis were involved, I would think that he would try to call them 
into account for it. 

Mr. Burton. I will ask this of Mr. Petruzzello and the other two 
men. You obviously believe that the committee should not get these 
records and that we should leave the Saudi government alone to 
resolve these cases. 

Do you know how many kidnapped American children have ever 
been voluntarily returned by the Saudi government? Do you know 
how many? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. 

Mr. Burton. Do you, any of you? 

Mr. Deschauer. I don’t have any personal knowledge of it. But, 
sir, you said none. 

Mr. Gallagher. Mr. Chairman, I don’t have any personal knowl- 
edge. 

Mr. Burton. Well, Mr. Deschauer is correct. They have never, 
ever returned an American child that we know of. 

Mr. Petruzzello, given the track record of your client that they 
have never returned a kidnapped American child, why do you think 
that we should accept the Saudis’ assurances that they are actually 
trying to solve this problem by setting up these committees to look 
into it? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Mr. Chairman, you know, constructive dialog 
between the two countries is really the only way we are ever going 
to get any resolution, any progress. 

Mr. Burton. Well, my question was: Given their track record 
that they have never, ever returned a kidnapped American child, 
why do you think that we should accept their assurances? Do you 
think a ray from heaven came down and all of a sudden they see 
the light? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I think, you know, in part, through the work 
of this committee, that this issue is at the forefront, absolutely. 

Mr. Burton. Well, I want you to tell your clients, and I admon- 
ished you to do this the last time. Tell them this ain’t going to go 
away. It is just not. We have got — I am going to a press conference 
in a half an hour with Senator Stabenow, and I guarantee you she 
is a real tough lady, she is a fighter. And she is going to be doing 
over in the Senate what I am doing here. And of course I am not 
going to go away. 

So the Saudis need to know, and since you are representing 
them, and I think you represent them well, I think they need to 
know from you as their public relations people that they really 
need to get on the stick and get some of this stuff resolved, get it 
all resolved. 

Once they get that out of the way, man, they can go and do some 
of these other things and have us off their back. 
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Let me just talk to you a little bit about your activities in your 
business. Mr. Petruzzello, you get $200,000 a month from the 
Saudis. How much does the Gallagher Group get? 

Mr. Gallagher. Mr. Chairman, for the first 6 months of this 
year, I received $5,000 per month. For the second 6 months I re- 
ceived $10,000 per month. 

Mr. Burton. OK. Sounds like you ought to be getting more if he 
is getting 200,000 a month. You ought to talk to them and say you 
guys need to up the ante, especially if you have to come up here 
and listen to me. That ought to be worth a bunch. 

How about you, Mr. Deschauer? 

Mr. Deschauer. Sir, my law firm, Patton Boggs, we are cur- 
rently receiving $50,000 a month. 

Mr. Burton. Geez, how is he getting so much more than you? 

Mr. Deschauer. Sir, I don’t know. 

Mr. Burton. The thing about it, Mr. Petruzzello, that is really 
funny is last time you were here I couldn’t figure out how you get 
$200,000 a month and you couldn’t remember anything. I thought, 
man, this is a business that I ought to go into. 

Mr. Petruzzello. Well, Mr. Chairman, let me explain. The 
$200,000 actually, part of that goes to the firms of these two gen- 
tlemen. 

Mr. Burton. Oh, really. 

Mr. Petruzzello. As well as to other people who provide us with 
support. 

Mr. Burton. I see. How much do you keep? 

Mr. Petruzzello. It varies from month to month. 

Mr. Burton. But it is a pretty good hunk? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Well, but not inconsistent with what other 
countries spend. 

Mr. Burton. You know, I ought to get out of this job. I mean, 
there is so much money to be made out there it is not funny. 

Other than the Patton Boggs, Qorvic and the Gallagher Group, 
what other consultants or outside advisers work for the Saudi Em- 
bassy? Do you know? Do you know of other firms that work for the 
Saudi Embassy? How many do they have? There must be some oth- 
ers. 

Mr. Petruzzello. There are other law firms, I think some that 
you pointed out last time. But I don’t know who — the total of every- 
body that works there. 

Mr. Burton. I think that they have four or five others maybe? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know. 

Mr. Burton. Does the Saudi Embassy or their government use 
any private investigators that you know of in the United States, or 
have they ever to your knowledge? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Burton. You guys have never been involved with them 
using private investigators? 

Mr. Deschauer. Absolutely not, sir. 

Mr. Gallagher. Absolutely not, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. They have not in the past, to your knowledge? 

Mr. Gallagher. No, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Does the Saudi Arabia Embassy or their govern- 
ment hire any person or entity to conduct research or investiga- 
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tions regarding its critics or opponents in the United States? To do 
background information, you know, newspapers and stuff like that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I am not personally aware of any of that. 

Mr. Deschauer. I have absolutely no knowledge of anything of 
that sort. 

Mr. Burton. Have you ever heard of the Arlington Research 
Group? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. 

Mr. Burton. Any of you? 

Mr. Deschauer. No, sir. 

Mr. Gallagher. No, sir. 

Mr. Burton. Well, that is something that we will check up on. 
OK. 

Mr. Petruzzello, we began meeting with you in August to discuss 
individual kidnapping cases and to provide you with information 
about them so that the Saudi government could begin working to 
resolve them. Five months later it doesn’t look much like there has 
been any progress made. At a meeting with you and Nail al-Jubeir 
on August 19th, we pointed out the Rives case. We informed you 
that the Rives children were American citizens, not Saudi citizens, 
and asked why they are being held in Saudi Arabia. 

As I recall, the father is from — no, the mother was from where? 
She is from Syria. So she is not a Saudi citizen. So even if you fol- 
lowed the logic of the Saudi government, this is not a Saudi moth- 
er. 

And so the Rives children are American citizens, not Saudi citi- 
zens. And we were asked by — we asked you why they were being 
held in Saudi Arabia. Mr. al-Jubeir indicated that he was puzzled 
by the facts of the case and he would try to get answers. Do you 
know whether the Rives children are in fact United States or Saudi 
citizens? Do you know anything about that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know. I know that the Embassy was 
working on trying to find out an answer to that. I don’t know if 
they have given you an answer or not. 

Mr. Burton. Gosh, how long does it take to get an answer? Al- 
Jubeir is the spokesman for the government of Saudi Arabia. Saud 
is the Foreign Minister, the Foreign Ambassador here is Bandar. 
You think they couldn’t pick up the phone and in 5 minutes find 
out if he is a Saudi citizen, and yet that father has not heard about 
his two kids that were kidnapped and taken over there. This guy — 
this woman is from Syria. The fact is she is the daughter of a very 
important Syrian who has close ties to the Saudis, and so the 
Saudis are covering up for them. Do you have any knowledge about 
that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No. 

Mr. Burton. You have no knowledge about that? 

Mr. Petruzzello. No, I know they are working it out. I think 
the parent deserves an answer about what the citizenship of the 
child is. 

Mr. Burton. Why is it taking so long to get an answer? Do you 
have any idea? I mean, it has been how many months? We are 
talking 5 months. Five months, when if he picks up a phone he can 
find out like that. 

Mr. Petruzzello. I wish I had an answer to that. I don’t know. 
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Mr. Burton. Ms. Norton, I didn’t see you down there. I don’t 
want to monopolize it. Did you have a statement that you wanted 
to make? 

Ms. Norton. I can wait until you’re done. 

Mr. Burton. Well, I have a lot more questions. So I will yield 
to you right now. 

Ms. Norton. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I want to thank 
you once again for demonstrating that when this committee takes 
hold of such a serious issue it doesn’t do a 1-day stand on the issue. 
I note that the professionals before us who represent the Saudi 
government are lobbyists or public relations people. 

I believe that you are under an obligation to advise your client 
that your client has a massive public relations problem that is de- 
veloping into a larger, far more serious problem affecting the rela- 
tionship between Saudi Arabia and the U.S. Government. 

Saudi Arabia, oil rich, an important ally, has gotten used to 
cushy treatment from successive administrations. All of that, most 
of that predated September 11th. The Saudi government is being 
looked at in a way no one would have perhaps even begun to look 
at the country before September 11th. And what has caught the at- 
tention of the American people in particular of course is the large 
number of Saudis, almost exclusively Saudis, who were the per- 
petrators of September 11th, which has led us to then look beyond 
that issue into other matters affecting the relationship between 
Saudi Arabia and the United States of America. 

What the Saudis who run an authoritarian regime may not un- 
derstand is that no President and no Congress can keep an issue 
that is bubbling up the way that this issue is to the American peo- 
ple from in fact becoming more serious. Foreign relations is nor- 
mally the province of the Foreign Affairs Committees and of the 
President of the United States. 

But if an issue becomes controversial enough, there is nothing 
that the President or the Congress can do in a democracy to save 
them from themselves. This has gone — this matter, which involves 
individual families, looms larger for the average American than the 
19 Saudis who boarded those planes, we are assured that the Presi- 
dent and the appropriate committees are trying to deal with our 
safety, looms larger than the great gulf between the way the 
Saudis generally treat their own population, their women, their 
children, and the way we treat ours. 

This now strikes at the gut for the American people. When you 
are talking about separating mothers and fathers from their chil- 
dren, this is going to be out of the hands of the President of the 
United States very quickly. Nothing that the very smooth foreign 
affairs consultants who front for the government, no papers that 
they distribute are going to be able to help the government, which 
seeks good relations with our government, if you continue to let 
this matter get out of hand. 

The response on the subpoenas, the nonresponse from the gov- 
ernment on these family matters are lighting a slow fire that can 
ignite at any point. That is how it happens in this country. I don’t 
need to tell you who are seated here at the table, who are in the 
public relations business, that once this thing continues to bubble 
up the way it is now, it is going to be out of everybody’s hands. 
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and it can affect what nobody on this committee is trying to affect. 
We are not trying to — we are not trying to affect the normal good 
relations between the two countries. But in a democracy, when the 
people become demanding enough, there is nothing we can do be- 
cause we have to be responsive to the people. I am reaching that 
point where the government may be forced to act against its own 
interests, its interests in keeping an ally for counterterrorism pur- 
poses, in keeping an ally because we need the oil. All of that can 
go by the board if the people get angry enough. 

So if you are in the lobbying business, and if you are in the pub- 
lic relations business, you need to have a sit-down of the most seri- 
ous kind with your principals. By profession I am a lawyer. And 
in the counsel of a lawyer and a client, you can tell people the hon- 
est to God truth. And the honest to God truth is that the Saudi 
government is messing with our children and our families, and that 
is where we draw the line in the sand. You got to tell them, before 
this gets out of hand. It is part of your professional obligation as 
lobbyists for the government, as public relations specialists for the 
government, to tell them the truth that you may not be able to do 
anything for them, that their allies within the administration may 
not be able to do anything for them if we do not come to any far 
quicker resolution of this problem. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you very much. Appreciate you being here. 
Let me just ask a few more questions and then we will let you guys 
go have some lunch and relax a little bit. 

Do you know if al-Jubeir has made any effort to learn the an- 
swers to the questions we have been asking since our August 19th 
meeting about Rives? You work with him fairly regularly I would 
think. Do you know — has al-Jubeir said anything or done anything 
to help with that problem, the Rives case? 

Mr. Deschauer. Yes, sir. And in fact, we at Patton Boggs who 
have had ongoing consultations with both Mr. Wilson and Mr. 
Cass, I believe we received a letter on or about November 18th 
with a list of questions, one of which addressed the Rives case. 

And we have gone to the Embassy and asked for that informa- 
tion to provide to Mr. Wilson and Mr. Cass. 

Mr. Burton. What happened? What has happened? 

Mr. Deschauer. Well, one of the things that intervened, the let- 
ter that we got in asking us to directly, and our client has said one 
of our jobs that — and again, we are acting as a law firm. But one 
of our jobs was to facilitate communications. And one of the inter- 
vening things which we had no control over was the month of 
Ramadan and then the government was closed for Ayid. 

But I believe that in an interim response that we might have 
provided to Mr. Wilson and Mr. Cass, the preliminary indication 
was that the children are not Saudi citizens. 

Mr. Burton. Well, the letter or information received doesn’t sat- 
isfy the issue. Are you a little suspicious of al-Jubeir not really in 
doing much? Or do you have any idea that he is really pursuing 
this, or is this just a superficial 

Mr. Deschauer. Well, sir, as an attorney the conversations that 
I have with a client are protected by the attorney/client privilege. 
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So all I can tell you is that we received the request and we are pur- 
suing the information. 

Mr. Burton. You are saying what you said is protected by the 
attorney/client privilege? 

Mr. Deschauer. The conversations, sir, that I have with a client. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Jubeir, al-Jubeir. 

Mr. Deschauer. Nail al-Jubeir. 

Mr. Burton. Yeah. Well, we don’t want to violate the attorney/ 
client privilege. It seems like there is so much that we can’t get to. 
We can’t get to the documents that you folks have that may be rel- 
evant to our investigation, and now we can’t even hear what they 
may have said regarding the kidnapping of two kids that were 
not — that aren’t even Saudi citizens. 

Mr. Petruzzello, has anyone contacted Mr. Rives’ Saudi brother- 
in-law? He is a prominent Saudi official with UNESCO in Paris. 
He shouldn’t be hard to track down. This shouldn’t take more than 
a day? Has anybody contacted his brother-in-law and talked to 
him? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know. 

Mr. Burton. I think you indicated you were going to try to help 
us with this, didn’t you? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, absolutely, Mr. Chairman. And we have 
tried to be as cooperative as we possibly can. 

Mr. Burton. What have you done to be cooperative? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I certainly relayed all of your requests from 
the last time I testified. 

Mr. Burton. To Mr. Jubeir and 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. And Ambassador Bandar. So you gave them the 
message? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Burton. I think they probably saw the message anyhow, 
don’t you think? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Probably so. 

Mr. Burton. This is probably late night TV for them. At the last 
hearing you attended, you heard testimony from Maureen 
Dabbagh. Maureen’s daughter has been missing for 10 years, and 
she doesn’t even know where she is being held. Has the Saudi gov- 
ernment located Nadia, her daughter? 

Mr. Petruzzello. I don’t know. 

Mr. Burton. You relayed that to them, too? 

Mr. Petruzzello. Yes. Mr. Chairman, since last time I testified, 
I have had no involvement in any of these. I think, you know, that 
the activities that Mr. Deschauer just described is what has been 
carried forward. But I wish I could be more helpful. 

Mr. Burton. Well, I have to tell you that these hearings seem 
like an exercise in futility, because we just keep going round and 
round and round and nothing really changes. But I think what the 
Delegate from Washington said is very true. 

It isn’t going to go away. I don’t think the members of the com- 
mittee, even those who aren’t here today, are going to let it go 
away. I will keep bringing it to their attention. 

And I am not going to be chairman next year, I am sure that you 
guys all know that. But I think I can convince my successor, when 
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necessary, to issue subpoenas. And I probably will be a subcommit- 
tee chairman, and I will make sure that this area is in my sub- 
committee’s jurisdiction, either that or since I am also one of the 
senior members of the Foreign Affairs Committee, I will do it over 
there. 

But one way or the other we will stay after this. I want you to 
know that I know you ^ys do a good job up here for a lot of your 
clients. And I didn’t bring you up here just to beat the heck out 
of you. But what I wanted to do is make the case that the Saudi 
government, you have got to be careful I know because they are 
paying you and if you say the wrong thing they are going to cut 
you off. 

But the fact is they have lied and lied and lied to this committee. 
They have lied and lied and lied to these mothers. They have been 
roadblocks to getting American citizens back in this country, and 
it is something that will not be tolerated. We are going to keep the 
heat on them until something happens. 

It may be that they never bring these kids back. But I think the 
end result will be, and I hope that Prince Bandar may be watching, 
I wish you the best. But I hope Prince Bandar will realize that ulti- 
mately either we will start getting some results or this will have 
a devastating impact long-term on the relationships between the 
Saudi government and the United States. 

There is other places we can get oil. We can expand the amount 
of oil that we are getting from Venezuela. We can do more research 
here. And the President wants to do that in the ANWR and else- 
where. We can buy oil from the Soviet Union. There is a lot of 
places that we can go. If we keep the pressure up here in Congress, 
and I intend to do that, there will be some changes made. 

So this is much further reaching than just these kids and these 
women who have been kidnapped and are being held against their 
will. So the Saudis need to know that there will be a price to pay 
for this. Prince Bandar and Prince Saud. There will be a price to 
pay for this long term if they don’t get on the stick and get this 
job done. 

Since you guys represent them, and I am sure that they will 
know about this, but I hope that you will convey that you — I know 
Mr. Gallagher has known me since I was the vice chairman of the 
Republican Study Committee, you know that. I am the founder of 
the Conservative Action Team, which is now the new Republican 
Study Committee. So you know that I usually follow through on 
what I am saying. So tell them that we are going to keep pushing 
on this. OK? 

OK. I ask unanimous consent that a letter from Hill and Nolan 
dated December 10, 2002, regarding last week’s hearing be in- 
cluded in the record. Without objection so ordered. 

[The information referred to follows:] 
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HILL & KNOWLTON 

Hill and Knowiton 
Public Affairs Worldwide Co. 

I 600 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W, 

Washington, O.C. 20037 
202 333-7400 Phone 

December 10, 2002 202 333-i638 Fax 

Rep. Dan Burton 

Chairman, Committee on Government Reform and Oversight 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Chairman Burton: 

To set the record straight about some erroneous testimony that was recently entered into 
your committee’s official record. Hill & Knowiton - a leading international public 
relations and public affairs firm - would like to correct the committee’s record about our 
lobbying and public affairs activities in recent years. 

In both written and oral testimony submitted to the committee on December 5, two 
witnesses - Ms. Patricia Roush and Ms. Margaret McClain - asserted that Hill & 

Knowiton has actively lobbied in recent years on behalf of the government of the 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. This allegation is false. Hill & Knowiton never has lobbied, 
and does not now lobby, on behalf of the Saudi government. We are of course very 
sympathetic to the plight of Ms. Roush, Ms. McClain and their families. But our 
company’s executives have repeatedly informed Ms. Roush that her information is 
erroneous, and our lawyers have asked that she refrain from repeating an allegation that is 
plainly wrong. Yet she has again made a public assertion that is at variance with the facts. 

As our filings with the U.S. Department of Justice show (please see enclosures), Hill & 

Knowiton has never lobbied on behalf of the Embassy of Saudi Arabia. Gray and 
Company - a firm that Hill & Knowiton acquired, and which no longer exists as a 
separate entity - represented the Embassy of Saudi Arabia in Washington, D.C,, from 
February 5, 1985 to January 31, 1986. However, Hill & Knowiton did not acquire Gray 
and Company until 1987. Gray and Company had ceased representing the Embassy of 
Saudi Arabia before Hill & Knowiton acquired the firm. We do not know why the U.S. 

Department of Justice apparently later changed the names on the FARA registration 
forms - which clearly say “Gray and Company” - to say “Hill & Knowiton.” Perhaps 
that was the cause of Ms. Roush’s and Ms, McClain’s mistaken information. Now that 
we have discovered this error in the FARA records, our firm intends to write a letter to 
the director of the FARA office, asking that the forms be changed back to what they 
initially, accurately reflected: “Gray and Company.” 

Since acquiring Gray and Company in 1987, Hill & Knowiton has occasionally 
represented individuals who are Saudi citizens, and we have represented firms that are 
located in Saudi Arabia. As our lawyers at Davis & Gilbert have clearly informed Ms. 

Roush, Hill & Knowiton has never lobbied on behalf of the Saudi government. 


A Division of Hill and Knowiton, Inc. 
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HILL & KNOWLTON 

We trust that these allegations, now disproven by tiie FARA records, about Hill & 

Knowlton can at last be put to rest. It is deeply regrettable that Ms. Roush has repeated 
information that has now been shown to be untrue. As you can imagine, such allegations 
- when entered into the committee’s official record and then rebroadcast via the C-SPAN 
network - misinform the American public about our firm and risk damaging our 
company’s reputation. We ask that this letter, and the supporting materials we enclose 
along with it, be entered into the committee’s official transcript. That would set the 
record straight, and would help clear up any public misunderstanding about allegations 
that are false, misleading and clearly at variance with the truth. 

Thank you very much for your consideration in this matter. 



U.S. Chairman 
Hill & Knowlton 

Enclosures 

cc: Ms. Patricia Roush 

Mr. Brain Lamb, Chairman, C-SPAN networks 
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Registrant and their Foreign Principals for a Country 09-Dec-02 

Country: S AtJDI ARAB IA 

Number Registrant's Name Resiur.soa TernuBsH.. 

® Date Date 

[3801 |Bergner Bockoray, loc. |3/20/86 j3/20/M"01~j 

noi-ietiiStteVCKw^^ ' 

Suite 500 

Washington, DC 20036 

FP: Kingdom of Saudi Arabia j3/20/86 1 1 2/1/86 j 

Nature of Services: U.S. Policy Consultant 

[3279 |Bimg,Sher & Jones, P.C. jlO/6/Sl [4/7/86 | 

2033 K Street, N.W. 

Suite 300 

Washington, DC 20006 

FP: National Shipping Company of Saudi Arabia [6/17/83 |6/4/86 ~| 

Nature of Services: Lobbying 


[3609 [ Braun & Company [8/28/84 | l2/31/87~| 

1250 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 

Suite 318 

Washington, DC 20036 

FP: King Faisal Foundation j8/28/8~4~ [12/31/87 | 

Nature of Services: Public Relations 


[2469 [Burson-Marsteller [To/23773 j [ 

1801 K Street, KW, 

Suite 1000-L 

Washington, DC 20006-1301 

FP: Saudi Basic Industries Corporation (SABIC) [11/1/83 [5/24/93 ^ 

Nature of Services: Public Relations 


[1066 [DDB ^rldwide Communications Group, Inc. 
437 Ma'dison Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 


FP: Saudi Arabian Development Committee 
Nature of Services; Advertising 


■j9/16/57 j ^1 


1 1 1/5/84 "~[47l5/86 


Pagel Of 5 
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Country: SAUDI ARABIA 

Number Registrant's Name Regutrafion Termination 

® Date Date 

[2591 jDutton & Dutton, P.C. |67i2/75 | j 

50'iyfUden~Sfreet,NAV.' 

Washington, DC 20016 

FP; Saudi Basic Industries Corporation |l/15/86 |7/3/86 [ 

Nature of Services: Legal and Other Services/Lobbying 


[2844 j Fraser Associates^ ^ j^l 1/8/77 | l2/31/82 [ 

1210 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20006 

FP: Coalition of Saudi Royal Family |7/19/82 |5/l/82 | 

Nature of Services; 


|2S50 ]Hannaford Company, Inc, j 11/29/77 1 11/29/95 | 

655 - 15th Street, N.w! 

Suite 200 

Washington, DC 20005 

FP: Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia |l/24/85 jlQ/14/93"^ 

Nature of Services: Public Relations 


Page 2 Of 5 
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Country: SAUDI ARABIA 

Number Registrant’s Name 

[3301 j Hill & Knowiton, Inc. 

600 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. 
Suite 601 

Washington, DC 20037 
FP: Embassy of Saudi Arabia 
Nature of Services: Public Relations 

{3301 jHill Knowiton, Inc. 

600 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. 
Suite 601 

FP: HRH Prince Talal bin Abdul Aziz A1 Saud 
Nature of Services: Public Relations 


Registratioa Termioatioa 
Date Date 


|11/10/81 [ 


pmS j 1/3 1/86 

\ 

jl 1/10/81 j \ 


[12 /23/82 [9/1/84 | 


j3301 [Hill & Knowiton, Inc, j 11/10/81 | ~| 

600 New Hampshire Av«rae, N.W. 

Suite 601 

FP: Saudi Gazette |5/17/83 j5/ll/83 

Nature of Services: Fund Raising 


| 3301 jj Hill & Knowiton, Inc. j 11/1 0/81 | 1 

600 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. 

Suite 601 

FP: Adnan Khashoggi |5/4/S4 |12/12/S6 ] 

Nature of Services: 


[3828 {Institutional Development Associates, Ltd. J5/8/86 { 5/14/87 

8300 Boone Boulevard 
Suite 500 

Vienna, VA 22180 

FP: GovemmentofKingdomofSaudi Arabia, Arlington Office {5/8/86 {5/14/87 | 

Nature of Services: Industrial Promotion 


Page 3 Of 5 
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Country: SAUDI ARABIA 


Number Registrant’s Name 

Regis IradoQ 
Date 

TermiDatioD 

Date 

|3594 [Manafort Jr., Paul J. 

[6/4/84 

[9/25/87 j 

211 North Union Street 

3rd Floor 

Alexandria, VA 22314 



FP: Government of Saudi Arabia 

|6/4/84 

[6/30/86 

Nature of Services: Lobbying 






}3734 [Michael K. Deaver & Associates 

[9/18/85 

[4/15/87 

3050 K Street, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20007 



FP: Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia 

|3/1 1/86 

[2/28/87 

Nature of Services; Lobbying 






j2836 [North American Precis Syndicate 

[10/12/77 

[5/12/93 

20 1 East 42nd Street 

New York, NY I00I7 



FP: Saudi Arabia Basic Industries Corporation (SABIC) 

[2/15/85 

[10/12/85 


Nature of Services; Advertising 


j2836 [North American Precis Syndicate [10/12/77 [5/12/93 | 

201 East 42ad Street 
New York, NY 10017 

FP: Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia [4/25/85 (4/12/86 j 

Nature of Services: Advertising 


[2530 [ Ogilvy & Mather U.S., a Division of The Ogilvy Group, Inc. 
309 West 49th Street 
Worldwide Plaza 
New York, NY 10019-7399 
FP: Aramco Services 
Nature of Services; Advertising 


■j8/12/74 1 1/1/96 I 


[1/12/82 [6/1/83 I 


Page 4 Of 5 
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Country: SAUDI ARABIA 

Number Registrant's Name 

[3707 j Rogers & Cowan, Inc., Washington Office 
2233 Wisconsin Avenue 
Suite 500 

Washington, DC 20007 
FP: Princess Haifa bint Faisal 
Nature of Services; Fhiblic Relations 


Number Of Registrant 19 


Number Of Principal : 19 


Regisiratioa TermioatioD 
Date Date 

|7/29/85 J12/31/87 


[6/29/85 16/1786 


Page 5 Of 5 
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Registrant and their Foreign Principals for a Country io^oec-02 

Country: SAUDI ARABIA 


Number Registrant’s Name 


RegistradoD Termination 
Dale Date 


[4834 | Abemathy/MacGregor Ipc- ” j 1 2/1 1/92 | 9/30/97 j 

501 Madison Avenue 
Suite 1300 

New York, NY 10022 

FP: Mathew Dontzin (for Sheikh Khalid bin Mahfouz) (formerly: Lawrence G. |l2/ll/92 |6/30/96 [ 

Smith for K. bin-Mahfouz) 

Nature of Services: Distribution of Printed Material/Public Relations 


[3492 jAkin, Gump, Strauss, Hauer & Feld, L.L.P. j 6/24/83 

1333 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W 
Suite 400 

Washington, DC 20036 

FP: Kingdom of Saudi Arabia |4/24/2000 | 

Nature of Services; Legal and Other Services/Lobbying 


[4994 [Allen, Thomas 

Vela International Marine, Ltd 
Tower Building, RoomT-1014-B 
Dhahrati, SA 31311 
FP: Vela International Marine, Ltd. 

Nature of Services; Lobbying 

|5100 [ AUen, Thomas ] |3/15/96 | 10/l/96 | 

Vela International Marine Ltd. 

Tower Building, RooniT-1014-B 

FP: Vela International Marine, Ltd, [3/15/96 [10/1/96 "^ 

Nature of Services: Lobbying 


j2/9/95 


[1/8/96 


[?744 


jBaldwiA Communications Group 
7714 Chaparral Way 
Fair Oaks, CA 95628 


FP: Khaled bin Sultan 

Nature of Services; Media/Public Relations 


'i9/3/92 [ 7/12/93 | 


[9/3/92 [4/19/93 


Page I Of 14 
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Country: SAUDI ARABIA 

Number Registrant's Name Registration Termination 

Dale Date 

|3801 |BergnerBockomy,ioc. j3/20/86 |3/20/2001 j 

UOUie&Sfree^’N.W. ' '' 

Suite 500 

Washington, DC 20036 

FP: Kingdom of Saudi Arabia |3/20/86 j 12/1/86 | 

Nature of Services: U.S. Policy Consultant 

[3279 jBillig, Sher & Jones, P.C. |i0/6/81 (4/7/86 | 

2033 K Street, N.W. 

Suite 300 

Washington, DC 20006 

FP: National Shipping Company of Saudi Arabia |6/17/83 |6/4/86 '"] 

Nature of Services: Lobbying 


f5147 jBoland & Madigan, Inc. ~ jl2/30/96 ]l2/31/200j 

700T3th'StreetiN.W. 

Suite 350 

Washington, DC 20005 

FP: Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, Embassy |l2/30/96 [12/31/200 j 

Nature of Services: Lobbying 

|3609 | Braim & Company ~~ 1 8/28/84 [ 12/31/87 | 

1250 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 

Suite 318 

Washington, DC 20036 

FP: King Faisal Foundation (8/28/84 [12/31/87 ] 

Nature of Services: Ihiblic Relations 


[382r 


jBraun & Company 
3580 Wilshire Boulevard 
Suite Wo 


FP: King Faisal Foundation 
Nature of Services: Public Relations 


■(5/6/86 [6/9/89 | 


[2/12/87 [11/30/88 | 


Page 2 Of 14 



1621 


Country: SAUDI ARABIA 


Number Registrant’s Name 


[2469 l&jrson-Marsteller 
r80iKSlTCe^'N.W^ 

Suite 1000-L 

Washington, DC 20006-1301 


FP: Saudi Ref ining , bic. 

Nature of Services: Explain Proposed Joint Venture Plan 


[ 2 ^ 


jBurson-Marsteller 
1801 k Street, N.W. 
Suite lOOO-L 


FP: Council of Saudi Chambers ofCommerce& Industry 
Nature of Services: Public Relations/Advertising 


RegistratioD Termioatioa 
Date Date 


|l0/2_3/73 I 


[6/30/88 |12/31/9~r] 

'jlQ/23/73 } '\ I 


[9/30/93 [5/24/94 | 


[2469 |Burson-MarsteUer [10/23/73 | | 

iSOi kStteet, N.W.’ 

Suite 1000-L 

FP: Saudi Basic Industries Corporation (SABIC) [11/1/83 [5/24/93 j 

Nature of Services: Public Relations 


[2469 jBurson-Marsteller "^"^ [10/23/73 j j 

isoi’k Street, N.wr 
Suite 1000-L 

FP: Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia [9/20/2001 j 11/172001"] 

Nature of Services: Public Relations 


[2469 [Burson-MarsteUer [10/23/73 j "j 

1801 K Street, N.W. 

Suite 1000-L 

FP: King Faisal Foundation [9/5/97 |5/31/2Q0Q~j 

Nature of Services: Media/Public Relations Consultant 


Page 3 Of 14 
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Country: SAUDI ARABIA 

Number Registrant's Name Registratioa Termlaafion 

Date Date 

|4529 |CapitoIme/MS&L j6/20/91 1 12/3 1/97" 

16 \rLSUeet,N~W. 

Suite 1150 

Wa shin gton, DC 20036 

FP: Council of Saudi Chambers of Commerce & Lidustry |9/30/93 |6/7/94 *** 

Nature of Services: Economy Consultant 

|441 1 j Carl Byoir & Associates ^ ^ |9/12/90 j3/31/93 

420 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10017 

FP: National Commercial Bank [8/21/91 |10/29/93 

Nature of Services: Public Relations CcHinseling 


|4259 jCas^dy & Associates, Inc. {5/25/89 | 

700- I3th' Street, N.W." • - — - 

Suite 400 

Washington, DC 20005 

FP; Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia |7/^79~5~ jl2/l/2000' 

Nature of Services: Media Relations/Lobbying 


[2870 [C onner, SlephenN. IZH p/H/TS [ 4/3/87 | 

Route 1 
Box 506 

Easton, MD 21601 

FP: Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Kingdom of Saudi Ar^ia |3/17/78 14/3/87 

Nature of Services: Lobbying 


|3260 j Cook Ruef, Inc. 

Post Office Box 50485 
Columbia, SC 29250 

FP: J. Crawford Cook, Registration No. 3191, Agent of Mimstry of Foreign 
Affairs, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
Nature of Services: Public Relations 


|7/16/81 [12/13/89 | 


[7/16/81 [4/30/88 | 


Page 4 Of 14 
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Country: SAUDI ARABIA 
Number Registrant's Name 

j3 1^1 | Cook,7. Crawford |l/22/81 J 1/1 6/91 

Post Office Box 50485 
Columbia, SC 29250 

FP: Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Kingdom of Sau(b Arabia jl/22/8T~ jl/16/9l‘ 

Nature of Services: Public Relations 


Registration Termination 
Date Date 


|3191 jCook, J. Crawford ~ " [1/22/81 [ 1/16/91 

Post Office Box 50485 
Columbia, SC 29250 

FP: Foreign Liaison Bureau [9/1/81 |l/16/9l" 

Nature of Services: Public Relations 


[1066 [ DDB Worldwide Communications Group, Inc. [9/16/57 | 

437 Madison Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

FP: Saudi Arabian Development Committee [11/5/84 |4/iy^ 

Nature of Services: Advertising 


|1066 


JDDB Worldwide Communications Group, Inc. 
437 Madison Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 


FP: Saudi Arabia Development Committee 
Nature of Services; Advertising 


19/16/57 I I 

16/20/89 (4/19/93 | 


(4970 pdoitte & Touche, L.L.P. [ilTs/M | ll/30/94 | 

1001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Suite 350 North 
Washington, DC 20004-2505 

FP; Saudi Arabian Oil Company (ARAMCO) [11/8/94 [11/30/94"^ 

Nature of Services: U.S. Policy Consultant 


Page 5 Of 14 




Country: SAUDI ARABIA 
Number Registrant’s Name 
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[4199 j Pombrink, Stephen 
1032 East 14th Street 
San Leandro, CA 94577 

FP: Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 

Nature of Services: Legal and Other Servic^/Lobbying 


Registratioa Termination 
Date Date 

''|12/22/88'~|9714/89 


|12/22/88 |9/14/89~~] 


{2591 jDutton & Dutton, P7c7 16/12/75 | j 

5017 filden Stteet, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20016 

FP: Saudi Basic Industries Corporation |l/15/86 |7/3/86 [ 

Nature of Services: Legal and Other Services/Lobbying 


{2591 jDutton & Dutton," FC |6/I2/75 | 

SOF? Tilden Street, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20016 

FP: Industrial Studies & Development Center of Saudi Arabia j 1/17/77 |2/28/94 j 

Nature of Services: Legal and Other Services/Lobbying 


|2S91 [ Dutton & Dutton, P.C. ~ J6/12/75 | 

50 1 7 Tilden Street, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20016 

FP: Embassy of Saudi Arabia j 11/28/75 I* 

Nature of Services: Legal and Other Services/Lobbying 


[4595 jEpic Group, Inc. |1 1/20/91 |5/30/92'“| 

1525 lWet,N.W. 

Washington, DC 20005-1105 

FP: Khaled bin Sultan |n/2Q/91 |S/3~0/92 \ 

Nature of Services: Media/Public Relations 


Page 6 Of 14 
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Country: SAUDI ARABIA 

Number Registrant's Name R«si!MB.n Termiaaiion 

° Date Date 

j4876 j Evanson, John Peter ^ |l2/10/93 [6/8/95 | 

Vela InterNatl. Marine, Ltd. 

Tower Building, RoomT-1010 
Dhahran, SA 31311 

FP; Vela International Marine, Ltd. [12/10/93 [6/8/95 

Nature of Services; Promotion of Maritime Vessel Operations 


[3063 [ Franklin & Sims Trading Corporation |l0/2/79 j 12/3 1/90 ~| 

2439 Pearl Court 
West Covina, CA 91792 

FP: Jalawi Corporation [1/16/79 [12/31/90 j 

Nature of Services; 


[5467 [ Gallagher Group, L.L.C. ^ ^ 1 1/24/02 

1800 North Kent Street 
Suite 907 

Arlington, VA 22209 

FP; Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia - (through Qorvis Communications, LLC) [1/24/2002 
Nature of Services: Legal and Other Services/Lobbying 


[5036 [ Gibson, Duim & Crutch 

1050 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20036 

FP: Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia 

Nature of Services: Legal and Other Services/Lobbying 


[3108 [Haight, Gardner, Poor & Havens 
2000^^ Street 
Suite JOO 

Washington, DC 20006 
FP: Vela International Marine, Ltd. 

Nature of Services: U.S. Policy Consultant 


[7/14/95 


9/25/95 


[5/21/80 


\WW9^ 


12/21/95 


Page 7 Of 14 
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Country: SAUDI ARABIA 


Number Registrant's Name 


Registration Termiaadon 

Date Date 

[2850 [Hannaford Company, Inc. 


(11/29/77 |U/29/95 | 

655 - 15th Street, N.W. 

Suite 200 

Washington, DC 20005 



FP: Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia 

Nature of Services; PubUc Relations 


(1/24/85 (10/14/93 | 

tS 

[3301 [Hill & Knowlton, Inc. 

600 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. 


jll/10/81 1 V j 



Suite 601 



Washington, DC 20037 

FP: SABIC Core Communications 

Nature of Services; Public Relations 


[3/13/2002 [ 1 


[3301 [Hill & Knowlton, Inc. 


[11/10/81 [ 1 


600 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. 
Suite 601 


FP: Embassy of Saudi Arabia |2/5/8S |l/3T/86 | 

Nature of Services: Public Relations 


)3301 | Hill & Knowlton, Inc. ' jll/10/81 | ] 

600 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. 

Suite 601 

FP: Adnan Khashoggi j5/4/84 |12/12/86"] 

Nature of Services; 


[3828 jlnsrihirinTial DevetopmeDt Associates. Ltd. j5/8/86 [ 5/14/87 ~j 

8300 Boone Boulevard 
Suite 500 

Vienna, VA 22180 

FP: Government of Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, Arlington Office [5/8/86 [5/14/87 ] 

Nature of Services: Industrial Promotion 


Page 8 Of 14 
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Country; SAUDI ARABIA 

Number Registrant's Name ueEiiMSon T™.a.» 

® Date Date 

[2868 [ LeBoeuf, Lamb, Greene & MacRae, L.L.P. |3/17/78 | l2/31/95~] 

1875 Connecticut Avenue, N,W. 

Suite 1200 

Washington, DC 20009-5728 

FP: Foreign Ministry, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia |3/17/78 |4/l/87 j 

Nature of Services: Legal and Other Services/Lobbyii^ 

|4769 jLeggett, Carroll H. j2/23/93 [ 10/4/94 j 

660 Maryland Avenue, N.E. 

Washington, DC 20002 

FP: Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia [2/23/93 )l 0/4/94 | 

Nature of Services; PubUc Relations/Lobbying 


[5432 [ Loeffler, Jonas & Tuggey, LLP '|5/18/Q1 j | 

755 East Mulberry 
Suite 200 

San Antonio, TX 78212 

FP: Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia [12/6/2002 1 [ 

Nature of Services: Legal and Other Services/Lobbying 

[5434 |LPI Consulting, Inc. ~ [5/23/01 [ "} 

3000KStr”eet' N.W. 

Suite 300 

Washington, DC 20007 

FP; Saudi Aramco |5/23;2001 

Nature of Services: Promotion of Investment 

[5082 [Mahoney, Maureen jl 1/29/95 [ 11/3 0/97 

1001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Suite 1300 

Washington, DC 20004 

FP: Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, Embassy [11/29/95 [11/30/97 [ 

Nature of Services: Legal and Other Services/Lobbying 


Page 9 Of 14 
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Country: SAUDI ARABIA 

Number Registrant’s Name R.ei.wson TermiD.».B 

^ Date Dale 





Country: SAUDI ARABIA 
Number Registrant's Name 


1629 


|2165 jPatton Boggs, L.L.P. 

2550MSttee^N!w^"'" 

Washington, DC 20037-1350 

FP: Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia 
Nature of Services; Lobbying 


Registration TermiaatioD 
Date Date 


|lQ/ 9/69 [ 


j 1/22/2002 1 


{273 1 [ Peny, Marilyn Edith ~~ '|l0/27/76 [ 10/27788 j 

21 1 East 70th Street 
New York. NY 10021 

FP; Ministry of Information of Saudi Arabia |lQ/10/79 |l0/27/88 j 

Nature of Services: Public Relations 


[44M 


JPintak/Brown International 


National Press Building 
Suite 1016 


Washington, DC 20045 


FP: Taber Group of Companies 
Nature of Services; Seminar/Program 


|io/i6/90 \ 9iym 


)l0/16/90~|~l/3Tm 


{514^ [Powell Tatej inci ~~ ~ |l2/36/96 j ll/7/99 j 

700'-'m Street, N.W 

Suite 1000 

Washington, DC 20005 

FP: Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia [12/30/96 [11/7/99 j 

Nature of Services; Public Relations 


{5483 j Qorvis Communications, LLC [3/6/02 |~ 

8484 lV|stpark Drive 
Suite 800 

McLean, VA 22102 

FP: Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia 13/6/2002 "j* 

Nature of Services: Legal and Other Services/Lobbying 
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Country: SAUDI ARABIA 

Number Registrant's Name Registration Termination 

Date Dale 

|37Q7 j Rogers & Cowan, Inc., Washington Office |7/29/85 |l2/3 L/87 ~] 

2233 Wisconsin Avenue 
Suite 500 

Washington, DC 20007 

FP: Princess Haifa bint Faisal |6/29/85 |6/l/86 ““I 

Nature of Services: Public Relations 


|4570 [ Rogers Jr., Edward M. ^ [9/23/91 |10/31/91 

600 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. 

Suite 1010 

Washington, DC 20037 

FP: Sheilch Kamal Adham |9/23791 ~]|lo731/9r 

Nature of Services: Legal And Other Ser\'ices.^Goveniment Relations 


JSandler-Innocenzi, Inc. 
705 Prince Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 


FP: Embassy of Saudi Arabia 
Nature of Services: Advertising 


j7/24/02 [ 


|7/24/2002 I 


|5321 


JSaudi Petroleum Interaatiooal, Inc. 
527 Madron Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 


FP: Saudi Arabian Oil Company (Saudi Aramco) 
Nature of Services: U.S. Policy Consultant 


“17/21/99 [ 


|7/21/99 I 


[5321 j Saudi Petroleum International, Inc. |7/21/99 j" 

527 Madison Avenue 

FP: Govenimeritofthe Kingdom of Saudi Arabia [7/21/99 "j* 

Nature of Services: U.S. Policy Consultant 
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Couatry: SAUDI ARABIA 
Number Registrant's Name 

[4184 j Saudi Refining, Inc. 

9009 West Loop, South 
Suite 10158 
Houston, TX 77096 

FP: Government of Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 
Nature of Services: Lobbying 

|4184 j Saudi Refining, Inc. 

9009 West Loop, South 
Suite 10158 

FP: Saudi Arabian Oil Company 
Nature of Services: Marketing 


Registration Terminadon 
Dale Date 

'|10/13/88 I 


[10/13/88 I 


■|10/13/88 


[5/12/89 I 


j4l61 jSchmertz Company, Inc. 

{7/26/88 {1/26/2000 

2919Ellicott Street, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20008 


FP: Embassy of Saudi Arabia 

Nature of Services; Public Relations 

[7/26/88 [5/1/99 


[5509 jS cott, Tliomas J. ^ ~|7/9/02 

Vela International Marine Limi 
Tower Building RoomT-1031 
Dhahran, SA 31311 

FP: Vela International Marine Limited {7/9/2002 | 


Nature of Services; U.S. Policy Consultant 


|5220 jShandwick Public Affair, 1^ 
700 13th Street, N.W. 

Suite 1000 

Washington, DC 20005 
FP: Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia 
Nature of Services: Public/Media Relations 


jl2/17/97 [ 


[12/10/99 I 
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Country; SAUDI ARABIA 

Number Registrant's Name Resi.n-.«.n T.™.as™ 

® Date Date 

[4690 | Siaith, Lawrence G. ^ |7/10/92 | l2/7/96 ~| 

320 Central Park West 
Apartment 12-A 
New York, NY 10025 

FP; Sheikh Kialid Bin Mahfouz |7/10/92 [12/7/96 | 

Nature of Services: Distribution Of Printed Material 

|4813 [ Wallace & Edwards ^ 16/9/93 [ 12/31/94 [ 

1 150 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 

Suite 507 

Washington, DC 20036 

FP; Kingdom of Saudi Arabia |6/9/93' [12/31/94"] 

Nature of Services; Lobbying 


Number Of Registrant 


67 


Number Of Principal : 


67 
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Registrant and their Foreign Principals for a Country 


Country: SLOVAKIA 

Number Registrant's Name RegistraHon Termination 

Date Date 



1737 H Street, N.W. 
3rd Floor 


Washington, DC 20006 

FP: Ministry of Foreign Affairs ofThe Slovak Republic 
Nature of Services; Public/Media Relations 




2120 L Street, N.W. 
Suite 208 


Washington, DC 20037 
FP: Government ofthe Slovak Republic 
Nature of Services: Lobbying/Public/Media Relations 



Number Of Registrant 2 Number Of Principal : 2 


Page! Of I 
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b) Is thj* foreign prindpt} 

Owned by s foreign govenuaent, foreign political pcr^. or other foreign principal Yee Q] jjNo I 1 

Directed by s foreign goveniraeat, foreign poiilieal party, or other foreign principal. . . . Yea □ jjNo I 1 

Controlled by a foreign govenunent, foreign political party, or other foreign principal . . Yea [3 j^No Q 

Financed by a foreign government, foreign political party, or other foreign prr ..dpal . . . Yes F"! 

Subddised In whole by a forei^ government, foreign political party, or other foreign 

principal Yea Q No 


Subsidised in part by a foreign governaeot. foceige political party, or other foreign 
ptlncipai 


Yes □ No I 
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Form 08D-&5 " 

pev. fl- 27.77 
(Formerly DJ-304) 


UN’ITKi) STATES DKPAnTMKNT OF JUSTICE 
WashtngtOB. n.C,. 2O5S0 


1X> ftEGlSTRATION STATEMENT 
Under (he Foreign AgenU Registration Act 
of 19^1 as amended 


OMBW^ 

N0.43.Re35 

^pioval Expires Oct. 31, 1 


iNSTRUCTlONS: A registrant must furnish as an Exhibit U copies of each written agre|mc^.;an'd |hc^ 
tentis and conditions of each oral agreenicnl with his foreign princ1pal« inciuding si) ^ 

such agreements; or, where no contract exists, a full etatcmcM of eii the ctrcun>slanccsr1>y reason of ■ 
which the registrant is acting as an agent of a foreign principal. T his form shall be filed in duplicate 
for each foreign principal named in the registration slatcmcnl and must be signed by or on behalf of 
the registrant. 


Name of Registrant 


Name of p'orcign Principal 




„Tlhc.Rftuai JSarrette 


^eck Appropriate Roxes: 


1. The agreement between the registrant and the above-named foreign principal is a formal 
written contract. If this box is checked, attach two copies of the contract to this exhibit. 

2. [,3 There is no formal wtillcn contract between the registrant and foreign principal. T he 

agreement with the ahovo-named foreign principal has resulted front an exchange of 
correspondence. If this box is checked, attach two copies of all pertinent correspondence, 
including a copy of any inittsl proposal which has been adopted by reference in such 
correspondence. 

3 . The agreement or understanding between the registrant and foreign principal Is the result 
of neither a formal written contract nor an exchange of correspondence between the panics, 
if this box is checked, give a complete dcscri|>lioA below of the terms and conditions of the 
oral agreement Or understanding, its duration, the fees and the expenses, if any, to be 
received. 

mis is 0 ono-tlne project £or Tho Sauai Gazette. Gray aoS Cwipany will bill aoloal n,.tliour 
incurred on project and forgive tho s«wj charges on a pro tone* basis. N> further activity oi 
«ie part of Gray and (^otrpany with Itie Saudi Gazette is anticipated. 


4. Describe fully the nature end method of pcrformencc of the above indicated agreement or 
understanding. 

The registrant will prepare a media advisory, bio page on The Saudi Gazette, and 
assimilate/oollate pressklt iiaterials for shipment to broadcast and print ir^ia 
reporters in Atlanta, Georgia, In conjunction with The Saudiftmorioa Conference 
being hold May 9 and 10 at the Hyatt Regency. 




■■Ill 
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* 2 ' 

S. Drscribe [ully the activities the registrast ei^egcs in or proposes to engage in on behalf of the 
above foreign principal. 


Please see Question ^4 on Side 1 of Exhibit B. 


6. Will the Bctlviiics on behalf of the above foreign prinpipal include political activities as defined in 
Section 1 (q) of the Act?l>^ Yest^J Go 

If yes, describe all such political activities indicating, antong other things, the relations, interests 
or policies to be Influenced together with the means to be employed to achieve this purpose. 


Dflie ot F^sbibii B 


May 6, 1983 


Pellllcal crlivliy ae detined to Seciioo i(o) ot ibe Act metne tb« dltcembistleb el |<elltlcal piopeftaif M ca^tber 
•ctivlty which the porcon cBseglng there In believee kIII, er wbIrblic.lateBda te, prevail epaa, Infecitlnle, ^^verl. 
Induce, persuade, or In any slhec Way iofiuence shy atfeoeyor •Hlrlal o( lb« Conriiniebt el the Belted SiattB or any 
section «I (he public within the United States with reiercBcc <• lotatulallog, adopting, or chatiglae the donieatlc br foreign 
policies of the Uaited Slates or with reference (o the pofliltsl or psVIIc foteiesls, palleles, or teTailotis of a geveroneal 
of e foreign country or a foreign pollticai pstly. 


'' 'AfcebUhu execut i \ 
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W UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

VASHWaTON. IXC 

EXKiStTA 

TO REGISTRATION STATEMENT 
Vixkr Foteign Ai»fa Ra^jatratioo Act oi I93S, m -wrmcforf 


OMiW4S^«}»t 
Apfnmt ciq>im 0«t. 31. Igil 


Faniah tbia aMbH far FACB faraiin ptiaeipal Uatad to « butiM -f-frmnnf 
and for EACH additSotiat foraiia priadpat ao^o ix ad arAaa^aataty. 



2. Reglotratloo No. 

3301 

3. Name of foreign principal 



Adnan Khashoggi 

641 Fifth Avenue 

1 New York. NY 10022 

S. ladlcate whether yoor foreign principal U one of the followlag type: 




I I F««ign gov«nun«At 
r~l Poralsa poUtlcil party 

f~~l Fot«ign 0 ( ^3 ^mbcbUc ocgaaixaUon; U tdihat, cLkck ooe a{ iLa 
r~1 Putoatahlp Q CMuiittM 

l~l CotpotNlon £3 ValonlMy ftoop 

r~1 Aaaodctlofl Q OUMt{«pecify) 

(3 Inilviduil . State U« natioaolity ar-ahia 

6. If Ute foralsn priadpal U a (onlcn govoftiaaat. at<tr. 

a) Bracdt ot ageaey tepraaeatod by Ui« fegiMtaat. 

Itot Applicable. 

b) Name aad title of offidal alth whoa refleuaat deoia. 


7. If tta foceigB priodpal la a (creign poUUcol party, state: 

a) Priadpai address 

b) Nose aad title of official with whoa Uie re^straat deals. 

c) Pttaolpri.i« y dot flH>licable. 

8. If the forelgo prlodpel la oot a foreign govemamt or a foteifo political party, 

* ^ State the aatoie ^ the boaiaeaa or acUvity of this foteicD pciadpal 

Mr. Adnan Rnashoggi is a self-employed fcusinesanan. 
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¥> 


b) It thit fot«i|n principal 

Owne^ by a fareipi saverammt, foteitn political party, or otbar fotoifa prittcipBl Y«« 

Directed by a foreign government, forei^ paUUcai party, or other foreign principal. ... Yes 

Controlled by a foreign government, foreign poiltieal patty, or oth« foreign principal . . Yes 

Financed by a foreign govemnent, foreign political pai^, or oth« foreign priocdnsl.. . Yea 

Subaldized in whole by a foreign govenuaent, foreign political patty, or other foreign 
principal Yea 


□ 

No 

0 

ED 

No 

m 

a 

No 


a 

No 

m 

a 

No 

E 



Subsidized in part by a foreign govemmeot, foreign political party, or other foreign 
principal 


Yes ^3 ^0 
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US, l>eparinio«{ of 3u^tc^ 
Washington, DC 20530 ^ 


ToRegistration Stfltomcnt mr AjipK>wiE»»ii«0(i.ji.i9a} 

Under Ihe Foreign Agents Hegisiration Act ^ 193^, os amended 


iNSTRllCTiONS:AreglsUantmustfwrnish as anlhchibitBcopiwtrf'eachwriHooagrecmenUnd (he terms andconditionsof each 
oral agreement with his foreign principal, including all modincaUons of such agrccmcnls; or, where no contract exists, a full 
siatemeni of all the circumstances, by reason of which thercglstraitf Is acting as an agent of a foreign principal. 1 his form shall be 
filed In duplicate for each foreign prindpal named in the- regIsUatiem statentent and nwst be signed by or on behalf of Ute rt^lstrant. 


Name of Registrant 

Gray and Ctonipajiy Public CcxrtnunicaUoris 
Int^natiorral# Jnc. 


Name of Foreign Principal 
Mr. Mnan Khashoggi 


Chech Appropriate Boxes; 

1. D Ihe agreentenl between the registrant and (he above-named foreign principal isa forotal written contract. If this box is 

checked, attadt two copies of (he contract (o this exhibit. 

2. □ There is no formal written contract between (he regislrant and foreign principal. Ihe agreement with (he above-named 

foreign principal tias resolled from an exchange of correspondence. If this box is checked, attach two copies of all pertinent 
correspondence, including a copy of any initial proposal which has been adopted by reference in such correspondence. 

3. Jii TheagrecmentorunderslandingbctweentheregislraniandfoiwgnprincipalisthcresoUofneUhcraformalwritlcncontract 

nor an exchangeof correspondence bet ween the parlies. Iflhis box is chceked.giveacomplelcdescriplion below ofthe terms 
and conditions of the oral agreement or understanding, its duration, the fees and the expenses, if any, to be received. 

Gray and ocxtpany aixS Mr. Khashoggi have agreed that Gray and Oomioany organize 
a press ccmference to be held on tfay 4 , 1984, and do follow-up felicity. Oosts, 
including out-of-pocket expenses, are not to exceed $15,000.00. 


4. Describe fully the nature end ntethod of pcrforniancc ofthe above indicated agreement or understanding. 


Refer to 83 above. 


ic ^ ...t 

O f- i< i'<i 


Ibntcib' ohD-as 


roXH CRM-ISS 
AUO.U 
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5. Describe fully (he aclivities (he r<^islrant engages in or proposes to engage in on behalf of the above foreign principal. 


Refer to ^ 3 on the reverse side. 


6. Will (he activities on behalf of the above foreign principal indude political activities as defined in Section l(o) of the Act?’ 
YesZi NoD 

If yes, describe all such political activities indicating, among erther things, the relations, interests or policies to be inOuenced 
together with the means to be employed to achieve this purpose. 


Refer to i3 on the reverse side. 


April 30, 3984 


Neil C. l.ivingstoiK! 
Senior Vice I’resident 


'Faliiiulictivlljissdcrincd In SKlion l(o)cflh( Aettruni lhcdlM<iiiinttfMirfrt>Ii<k<1pi<>MI‘'>^ •n)t«llKr(cli«iij'*ii1ctilli< pyioneniii'ni nicrdnSijli 
IndocItiiitU.converl.indiin.peisut^'rlninjpihctoa]' lallucRR inpnfcnorMvIlklnlvrilKOoxtnnwntsrnttViiiKd Sitit/cr in> iKliftitcrihcMl 
fcroiultticij, (dojilinj, orchtii;indtK^^^»tic orliixign pellclci oTtlKlinitcdStolCiOioilhicleKnKtoUxpoViicUptpuMic lnlcrlti,pBliclti,0(Rliti»nfl 
politiulpnrljr. v S 


II, «r«hi»he Inlendi lo.pxMlIupoti. 
lin the u/i’cd SUKi vilh NfcienM to 
iniRpifora foxi^n counir, «i t fotiisri 
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Exiubit A 

To Registration Statement 


k 


OMS No. nOS-000} 

Appronl Eiptm Oct. 31, 1993 


Under the Foreign Agents Reffstration Act of 1938, as amended 
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b) Is this foreign principal 

Owned by a foreign government, foreign political par^, or other foreign principal Yes □ No Q 

Directed by a foreign government, foreign pditical par^, or other foreign principal Yes □ No □ 

Controlled by a foreign government, foreign political par^, or other foreign principal Yes □ No □ 

Financed by a foreign government, foreign political party, or other forei^ principal Yes □ No □ 

Subsidized in whole by a foreign government, foreign political party, or other foreign principal Yes □ No □ 

Subsidized in part by a foreign government, foreign political party, or other foreign principal Yes O No □ 


9. Explain fully all items answered “Yes” in Item 8(b). (ff additional space is needed, a full insert page may be used.) 


Not Applicable 


10. Iftheforeign principaiisan organizationand is not ownedorcontrolied by aforeign government, foreign political party or other 
foreign principal, state who owns and controls it 
Not Applicable 
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, 

Depa^m^t of 

ihdiRMtB jiL 

To Rcyslraljon Statement w App,ov.iSk.roi5mj 

Under the foreign vigenis Reglsirailon A et of as amended 

Washington, DC 20530W 


’NSTRUCriONS:Aregistranlmustf4rmshasanBxhibIiti«^icsofcachwiHcnagre-cmcnla5cltJ>stcrmsandconditjonsofeac5i 
oral agrwment with his foreign principal, Including all modificaUens of such agreements; or, M-hcre no contract exists, a full 
statement of all the circun«lances, by reason of which the rc^stranl is acting as an agent ofa foreign principal. 1 his form shall be 
fil^ in duplicate for each foreign principal named in fte registration stalcment and must be signed by or on behalf of Iheregisfraot. 

Name of Registrant Name oTi'oreign I’rincipal 

Gray and Company Public CommunJcatlons Bttibassy of Saudi Arabia 

.international, Jnc. . . 

^eck Appropriate Boxes: 

1. E3 The agreement between the registrant and the above-named foreign principal is a forma! written contract. If this box is 

checiced, attach two copies of the contract to this exhibit. 

2. D There is no formal wrillen contract between the registrant and foreign principal. Ihc agreement with the above-named 

foreign principal has resulted from an exchange of correspondence. If this box is checlccd, attach two copies of all pertinent 
correspondence, Including a copy of any Initial propwal which has been adopted by rcfe-rence in such correspondence. 

3. D Theagreemertt or understandingbetween the registranlandforeign principal is theresuUofneithcra formal written contract 

nor an exchangeof correspondence between the parlies. Uthis box is ch eci:ed,givcacomplctcdcseriplion below oftheternts 
and conditions of the oral agreement or understanding, its duration, the fees and the expenses, if any, to be received. 


4. Pcscribe fully the nature and method of performance of the abot't Indicated agreement or understanding. 


Registrant agrees to provide counselling and other services In the 
furtherance of American public understanding and appreciation of the 
alliance and friendship of the two nations. 





lORHCRM-lSS 

AVO.t2 


Formnb' 000.6$ 
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5. Describe fully ihe ectivilies the registrant engages In or propose to engage in on behalf of the above foreign principal. 


Please refei’ to Question fM on the reverse side. 


6. Will the activities on behalf of the above foreign principal include prfiticftl activities as denned in Section l(i>) of the Act?’ 
YesD No St 

If yes, describe all such political activities indicating, among other things, (he relations, interests or policies to be influenced 
together with the means to be employed to achieve this purpose. 


DatcoflixhibltB 
February 1* 1985 


Kameand Title 

’ Charles S. Crawford, 111 
Executive Vice President 


*FaIliiuladivilrii<cnii«dInSulion I(o)ofl^«A<f ntuiii l^(r^llcn•l'>*Uonl>rpo)>l>c•lp>OF•|>'«r•t'>tf•<\»Baltr*c(h<l]r*ai<hl>>tftttan <n(i|:n{ »>«■<'> titlY 
Indoctrinik, ointefl. Induce, penu«dj^'<n}olh«i«,;^innu(n«>ii]r»ieiK> 01 •fTicid if Ik Oot(nKiicntrf«i(OniicS Sulci er*njr,Ki!on orthj|^<^ 
fotii\ulalinc. ■daiiliiiEOtchiiui'iilheBB IcerforulcnBOlitiooflht UHilMISliIttofuiftttreHimtoOituBliMlwwrtilkhiltmli.Btttitlei.BftcUtB^ 
^iccl filly. fr' 


»iyft*Wt1ihcl!iUndilo.pi«»iIlunon. 
iVfnIhcOniiti) Stilci vitli icfcKnie In 
einflicnloUIncelgnnuntrrocn Foreign 
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SRcy AND COMPANY 

. CHAliiES S C!?AWfORD 




January 23, 1985 


His Royal Highness 

Prince Bandar Bin Sultan Bin Abdul Aziz 
Ohe Antoassador of Saudi Arabia 
601 New Hampshire Avenue 
Washington, D.C. 20037 

Your Royal Highness: 

Gray and Company agrees to provide counselling and other services as 
requested and authorized by you or your designated representative. It 
is our understanding the general objective of our services shall be the 
furtherance of American public understanding and appreciation of the 
alliance and friendship of our two naticxis. Under that centralization 
you or your authorized representatives will direct the outreach of 
specific services from our firm. 

The Royal Embassy understands this written agreement, subsequent oral 
.agre^nents and all activities undertaken by Gc^ and Cbmpany are 
reportable to the U.S. Department of Justice under the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act and that Gray and CSar^jany will fully conply with the 
regulations and laws covering its acrtivities for the Embassy. 

Tb retain Gray and Company's availability for service, the Einbassy will 
pay the Conpany a monthly retainer fee of $10,000. In addition to that 
base fee, the Ehibassy will pay £<»: the total of service charges accrued 
by Gray and Conpany employees each month, based upon the aggregate of 
hourly billings. 

Further, the Embassy will reimburse Gray and Company for all 
out-of-pocket expenses incurred in performance of services for the 
Royal anbassy and agrees to pay a 10% mark ip on those expenses for 
administrative handling by Gray and Company. Uo major out of pocket 
expenses will be incurred without the expressed approval of you or your 
designated representative. 


r;A!ONAlPUBiCII£lATONS PuBlC/JfAlIJS 
'Mf fCkSt? HOUSE 
«ASrtir-tGrON. 0 C. 2Cn07 
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• k 

January 23, 1985 
Page ivo 


At the beginning of each nonth. Gray and Con 5 >any will invoice the 
Bnbassy in advance for the nonth’s $10,000 retainer, such invoice being 
due and payable upon presentation. 

After the last day of each nonth, Gray and Conpany will tabulate the 
sum of hourly staff service tSiarges and all costs for expenses and will 
submit an invoice for the total owed to tiie Embassy. That invoice will 
be payable upon presentation. 

In order to make this contract binding, we have ^reed to one year, to 
January 31, 1986, After that date, the agreement will extend 
indefinitely under the terms contained in this letter, unless Gray and 
Conpany is notified in writing 30 days in advance of your decision to 
disoontinue the arrangement. 



His Royal Highness 

Prince Bandar Bin Sultan Bin Abdul hziz 
‘Rie Qnbassy of Saudi Arabia 


GRAY AND COMPANY 
PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 
INTERNATIONAL, INC. 



Dates 


v: 
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b} {a tbia foieiga principal 

Owned by a foieiKH BovenuDent, foMi|o political p«t^. ot otbar fonlcn principal Yea □ No 

Directed by a foreign goverament, foreign political patty, or other fotel^ principal. . . . Yea [23 Mn 3 !^ 

Controlled by a foreign govemneat, foreign political party, or otlm foreign principal.. Yea I I No 

Financed by a foreign ^vemiaent, foreign political party, or other foreign ptincipai . . . Yea I I No 

Subaldiaed in whole by a foreign govetnoent. foceigo political party, or other foreign 

principal Yea f~~ ) No 

Subaidized in part by a foreign govttnment, foreign political party, or other foreign 

principal Yea □ No (3 


9. Explain fully all Itens anawered '‘Yea" in Rea 8(b). (If additional apace la needed, a full inaert page may 
be used.) 

ttot applicable. 


10. if the foreign principal it an organlaetlon and it not owited or controlled by a foreign govemnent, foreign 
political party or other foreign principal, state who owns and controls It 

Net applicable. 


Date of Exhibit A 

Decen&>er 21, 1982 

Name and Title fleet. Bcec. 
John R. Oozairt 



~ 77 / 
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Form OBO-$S 
■ ftev. 4-27-77 
jFornwfiy OJ-304) 


t 


UNHKD STAl ES OEPARTMKNT OF jUSlICE 
K'ashlngt<n, Il.C,. 20S30 


TO REGISTBATION SI ATBMENT 
Under the Forci^ A^nu Rcgi^ration Act 
of }938i es emended 


INSI'RUCTIONS: A regietrenl must furnish es an Exhibit H copies of each written sgcccmcni and the 
terms and conditions of each orai agreehtent with bis (otcigo principal. Including all modifications of 
such agrcctricnts; or, where no contract exists, a full statement of all the circumstances, by reason of 
which the registrant is acting es an agent of a foreign principal. 1'hts form shall be filed in duplicate 
for each foreign principal named in the registration staleatent and must be signed i>>’ or on behalf of 
the registrant. 


Name of Registrant 
Gray and Corttiany 


Name of Foreign Principal 
HWI iTinoc Talat bin Ttbdul Aziz AJ Saud 


C heck Appro priate IIokce: 

1. The agiecmcnt between the registrant end the abovc-nanted foreign principal is a fonnal 

written contract. If this box is checked, attach two copies of the contract to this exhibit. 


2. C3 There is no formal written contract between the rcgUlranl and foreign principal. The 
agreement with the above-named foreign principal has resulted fron^ an cxciiangc of 
correspondence, if this boxis checked, auaditwocopicsofellpcrlinciit correspondence, 
including a copy of any initial proposal which has been adopted by reference in such 
correspondence. 


The agreement or understanding between the tegislranl end foreign principal is the result 
of neither a formal written contract nor an exchange of correspondence between the parties. 
If this box is checked, give a complete dc6cri|>tion below of the terms and conditions of the 
oral agreement or understanding, Its duration, the fees and the expenses, if any, to be 
received. 


. Describe fully the nature and method of performance of the above Indicated agreement or 
understanding. V 

Providing comtsjpity assistance with HRH Prince Talal'e UNJCRP fundraising effort 
in the United .%ates, includingj Dirwrers 

Plactsnent of articles 
Radio and IV actualities 


.•■■rsC 
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5- Deecrtbo fuiiy the activities the registrant eitgages in or pro]:>oscs to engage in on bchaU of the 
above foreign principal. 


Please see Quosticai <4. 


Will the activities oa behelf d the above fotetgn pilnclpat include political activities as defined in 
Section Jio) of the Aci?l^ Vesf3 CD 

if yea, describe all such political activities indicaiingi among other things, the relations, interests 
or policies to be influenced together with the means to be Employed to achieve this purpose. 

Gray and Ca^pany will atteaipt to set up jneotings with U.S. (toverrvocsnt officials 
to cnoourage contlrtued u.S. funding of United Hatiorts Children's Pund (UNICBP). 


Dnie Ktiiiihh a 

Kenie onl I'ills j 

Signeture 

1 

De<«inber 21, 1982 

John R, Oozarl 



acilvfiy which the {wtsM cnga(Ll*s Ihctetn bclivvts will, «f witch he,litlcii4t to, picvatl spon, inttcUlnKlr, convert, 
lni3u«c, fereuede, M in ony other woy isfleettce epy oSCDCyot olfieUlaf the CoreihMttil si (he Ur>Iied Steles or ony 
seeilon ol (he puhlie whhin the Untieii Sinter whh (eictcnce to fo(«iu1<ling,«4 eating, or chot^glne the doinecUe Or lorelfa 
poilcien of die Vnhed Suite* or wkh relemiee to ific poittico) « pi^hc intereoU, poUeiet, di nulisne « geverRmrst 
of s forelgt) eoaoiiy or * foreign potltlcei petiy. 
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Department of Justice Exhibit A a^BNo 

Wadiington, DC 20530 To R^istratloc Stateanent 


Prin^ AX SRilantcnL Eveiy registtationatatemeal. short foon r^HtralwB « Jamatt, WfylemaiUl sUtcmtut, wdubit, MwndaMiil, of afiumaiwial 

TTMtfri l h oreXfaerdQCUmgXofiflfoniugiinfiledmlhthe AtfnrMyl>nar«]iwuW<tti« m «pihlietwwKnp<«tnpiWtg« v»nimaiin nj tn^iatJjon and ayy ng 

4udDSlbepostedlnuinMBbous(iftheRfigutntioiiUistmWadiiiigtOD,IXC. OaBoopycf«vety&ididocucnei]t,aaicrtluainfoimstioa*Laut«cUi%U 
imtoautically isovidcd to the ScQvUry of SUle punuant to S«ctit» £(b) csftb« Act, tnl oopiea of toy and aU diKumeab aie routinely made svailaUa to otttes 
■ fi e nfliw, depMtaicrts nd CMgcapwamaio SactioQ d(c) of the Act ThfiAOonKyGcaanJalMtnosaiiUaseniMauidtqxxttoCoQgnMciDdte ' 
Ad m ii urtr ationofttue Art ^hidtliiti the miiMa of tUaeemtreeiitg’ed under tee Act *ftd the fotwgniriiidpals they rqtWMBL IliiirqRXt is available totes 
poblio. HiuJty, tee Attonuy General intaads,atteeeadi«rtpaaaib(co{ 9 artuiu^, to make (hcMpobliodooimsols available on tee Intonetoa tee Dq>actiiKnt of 
Aistioe Wotld Wide Web site. 


PublioRcpaiteigBucdca Public repattejcbutdaifbrteisooliertioa of infomudiaaiaestimited to avenge. 49 boun per rehouse, inchidtogtee time fix 
rewewiag imtrurtjon^ asaedlilig Brisling data tnumM, gattigfingamimeiwinixglhji >t«t» «tmI mwipluting anH wwiaufingOw enllefSinn nf infwmalion. 

Scad owanenfa regarding tlua burdm ca rfimaf e or any o&g- a^ieel nfHiis tmileetion ofinfatroBion. includa^ iuggasli«a far reducing this burden to Oiirt; 
Re^str^on IMt, Criminal Dmsion, U.S. DeparinKot of Justice. Washtnaton, DC 20330; and to i1m Office of Infanution and Regulatory Afikirs; Office of 
Manafflmect and Bui^rt, Wateingtoi, DC 20303. 


Fumuh this esJiibil for EACH /breigH pruicipoX listed In an initial siatemen! 
and for EACH additional foreign principal acquired subsequently. 


1. Name and address of re^strant 


2. Registration No. 

VWcO Wc- 


3'3.o\ 

3. Nameoffordgnprincipal 

4. Principal address offcveign principal 

^ Sos'cjic. (Loct 



□ Foreign govemmoit 

□ Fwciga political party 


^ ^oreiga or domestic orgaoization: If either, check ooe of the Showing: 


' □ Partocrship 

^^{^Corpor^on 
O Addocialian 

□ ladividuaI-'St^aatioaality_ 

ci^ii 


□ Committee 

□ yoluataiy group 
O Other (specify) _ 


6. Ifthefore^piinci^ is a foreign government, state; 

a) Branch or agency represented by the registrant 

b) Name and title ofofficialwithx^hcnn registrant deals. 


Vi\'^ 


7. Ifthe foreign piincipalisaforeign politick party, state: 

a) Principal address. 

b) Name and title of official with whom registrant deals. 




c) Principal aim 


Fonnerty OBD^7 


FocaatM-157 

JUNE1»8 
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8. If file fiireigQ principal is not a foreign govermneQt or a for eign poiUtcal pai^, 

a) State the nature of the business or activiQr of this for»^ poiu^pal 

b) Is this foreign imncipal 

Supervised by a foreign government, foreign political par^, or other foreign principal Yes □ 

Owned by a foreign govemmeut, foreign poUtical par^f, or other feteign princdpal ^ No □ 

Directed by a foreign govemment, foreign political party, or other foreign principal ^ 

Controlled by a foreign government, foreign political paf^,<»otiwrfOTeign principal 

Financed by a foreign government, ftireign political party, m- oflier fmeign principal ^ 

Subsidized in part by a foreign govemment. forngn political party, <x other forei^ princ^^ai □ 


9. Explain fiiUy all items answCTcd "Yes' in Item 8(b). 0f addiUontd space is needed, a fuH insert page must be used) 

"XW &oc!(N>eiL kWa_- 

SooaAj^ 



U\x\ 






1654 


U.S. Department of Justice ExhibitB . ombnouqs-oco? 

Washington, DC 20530 To Registratic® Statement 

Pur^zam to the Ftseigi Agents ItegistecUion Act of 1938, an amended 
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8. Describe fully the activities the registrant engages in or proposes to engage in on behalf of the above foreign principal. 







9. Will the activhiw on behalf of the above forei^princjpal include political activities as defined in Section l(o;ofthe Act and in 
the footnote below? Yesyk^NoJ^^ 


If yes, describe all such political activities indicating, among other things, the relations, interests or policies to be influenced 
together with the means to be employed to achieve this purpose. 


\UJO^ 




Date of Exhibit B 

Name and Title 





Footme ra6iicil icbviiy a dcfinad in S«ction Itnli/Thi rtrtmn n iirriin'nii) i hiiiitii immi 'wliHTT-n— HI r-T^niFi rmiwintmli tn Hi ir)r"rr ~*~'i i'*n — 

(h« U«)u4 Sum or uy momo of thi pubik wiilui the Uatod Sum niA nfimx ta (onnuhiinc. •doptn^oreii^Ei Uk domotk or Ibrdga poSsici of ftc Unitod Sum a whii idecaco (o ihc potiltal neroiu. 
poboa. or rduiots of « govormsoTt (bniga cowiT w • fbnip pditicil puty. 
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S. i.h\. ZvJi’ 

20.F£:B,2aC2 10547 





i{ I i-J 


To : HtU & Kaowiton Fax # 001-212-8S5-0570 


Atm : Nfc. JimOsx 

Senior Managing Director 


Date : Fefcniaiy20,2QQ2 

Sub : SABIC Core Coimnumcations Program -Contract Award 


This is to infeirm ;^u that you have been awarded the contract for the said subject 
This awaxd is based oa all previous inquines & your E-mail dated January 2dj 2002j 
your E-mail dated J^uary 29, 2002 and your B-mail dated Febmaiy OS, 2002, 


The cost for flie Basic Core Program will be dw ah-indasiv© sum price of 
USS-?d,950 p« mbndi. The conaact shall be for one yeer effective ftom February 
0I*‘, 2002, Thwe will be also a provision in the agreement forproject approval by 
SABIC for addidoaal elements that Hill & Kaowlton will provide to SASIC. 

This fex of award supersedes the Lettw of Intent that was acknowledged and-^ 
accepted by both parties. 


It is understood that until a fonual contract is pr^ared and executed, this fax ofw 
award logediar with all relevant cortespoadence si^l constitute a binding contract 
betwcco both parties. The contract nuinbet will be C02-SABIC-300. Please refer 
this number in all your correspondence. Pleasf confirm rec_^ t aja<i acccPtaBce.. 

’ o 

Best regards, 



Yassec I. Al'Humaidi 

Director (Acting) - Contracts & Biddings 



P.a Bos 39090. Kysdti 11S25,Krv9d«nef5au«{ AMiM 

7«1 :«96B.1-4d12S33M(MQ600.f«)c40S0018,40S9909&EK:&26 

Ttiec 40S6aV4OSS3a SAtt«Uj}K Si. Catte; SASIC 


VeQ^ 


FEo 20 ^2 82:55 


?«GE.01 

** TQTft> Pi=Ce- 



U.S. Department of Justice 
Washington, DC 20530 


Short-Form Registration Statement 
Pursuant to the Foragn Ag^ts Registration 
Act of 1938, as amended 


OMB NO. 


£adi partner, officer, director, associate employee, and agent of aregistranl is reqairedto file ashort form registration statemait unless he engages in no activities 
in turflierance of the interests of the registrant's fordgn prindpa! or unless the services he laidas to the registrant are in a secretarial, clerical, or in a related or 
smilar capaci^. 

Privacy Act Statement Every registration statement, short form re^sltation stniesnent. suj^ileinentU statement, etdiibit, amendmeto, copy of informational 
TTmtf i pa li or other document or infonnalion filed vrith the Attorney Goieral under Hus Act is apuUic record open to public examination, inspection and copying 
duringlhe posted business hours of the Re^strationUnit in Washington, IXC. One coi^ofeveiy such document, othertiianintoimationai materials, is 
automatically provided to the Secretary of State pursuant to Section 6P>)ofHte Act, and copies ofany and all documents arc routinely made available to other 
agendes, departments and Congress pursuant to Section 6(c) of the Act The Artoniey General also traimnits a semi-annual report to Congress on the 
Administration of the Act which lists the names of all agents registered under the AiS and flie tordgn principals they represent This report is available to the 

public. Finally, the Attorney General intends, at the earliest possible opportuniQ', to makelhescpabltc documents available on the Internet on the Department of 
Justice World Wide Web site. 

Public Rqior ting Burden. Public reporting burden for this collection of iafotmation is ertimated to average .429 hours per response, inoUiding the time for 
reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and mainlaiiuiig the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. 
Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of Hiis ctdlection of inforoiatMn, ituAiding suggestions for reducing this burden to Chief, 
Re^stration Unit, Criminal Division, U.S. Department of Justice, Wadtii^oa, DC 20530; and to the Office of Infbnnation and Regulatory Affairs, Office of 
Management and Budget, Washington, DC 20503. 


1. Name . 

Mash 1 

2. Registration No. 

3301 

3, Residence Address(es) 

4, Business A^ess(es) U, II }flC| KfllWlhO lUC' 

11 1? Mm 

6(6 Iravis 

floor 

Ihm-M, rx 77003 

5 Date and Place of Birth Cfe-trolf, M-L 

Nationaiity jj 'O 

Present Citizenship |]5 

6. If present citizenship was not acquired by birth, indicate 
when, and how acquired. 


7. ocoupata (JeWoH? E)<tcu^\ve 


8. What is the name and address of the primary registrant? 

Will t KmwHw, Inc. wo WfiW Wawpshw km VW 

W^ninf^fon, pc 30037 

9. Indicate your connection with the primary registrant: 

□ partner \ □ director □ employee D consultant 

^officer □ associate □ agent □ subcontractor 

U o\hev (specijy) 

10. List every foreign principal to whom you will render services in support of the primary registrant. 

SwaA'i iVamco 

1 1 Describe separately and in detail all services wluch you will render to the foreigi principaJ(s) listed in Item 10 either directly, 
or throu^ the primary registrant listed in Item 8, and the date(s) of such services. (If space is insufficient, a full insert page 

and ossistante rgardin^ fommonim+iwi' skt-kfy inclMclinj ^repanhur] 


Formerly OBD-66 


FORM CRM-156 
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EXECUTION 

In accM«3anoe with 28 U.S.C. § 1746, the undersigned sr/ears or afiirm(s) wider proalty o ( pejjury that hehshe has read the 
infisrnwlion ftKth in this re^stration statement and that he'die is ftaBlia- with the contents thereof and that such contssits are in 

tiveir entire^ trtic and ascur^e to tiie best of liis/her knowledge and belief. 



(^te of signature) ^gnatuft) 


t'oo»jiK;rolSsdatnnJ7MdeiSwat6Stea(m!(o)flfift»AanwsmyiaW(ywmflB|Wsme«jeB5»&*TOafltctlh«»tep<oati«e«tt:o,amymyi«ii«raeaiyi({®<yM«Ot^ofift^ 
*eUdfc4 State «ary«cikMlofia«putfemitoUwUiae(l rate or 

pedide, OTftlatiote of sgovsnniealcta findgti evumy at t rordp paKtiaSpaitir. 
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U.S. Department of Justice 
Washington, DC 20530 


ShsTt-Fram Registration StatefiKnt ombno.uos-oob 

Pursuant to Ak FoFdga Agents Registration 
Act of 1938, as amraided 


Eai* partner, offica-.diiwaor, associate, employee, and ^entafaregBtrant isreqnkedtoSfc a shortfonnregatrationstatanent unless he engages inno activities 

in ftutheiancs of the intoesls of the re^strant’s foreign principal or unless the sendees he lendostolbe re^strant are in a secretarial, clerical, or in a related or 
similar capaci^. 

Privacy Act Statematt. Every registration statement, ^ort form registrarion statement, sapjdemenlal statement, exhibit, amraidment, copy of informational 
materials or other documart or infonnation filed with the Attorn^ Genera] under this Act is a public record open to public examinafion, inspection and copying 
during the posted buaness hours of the Registration Unit in Washi^lot^ D.C. One cqiy of evoy sudt dacumeid, other than informational materials, is 
automatically provided to the Secretaiy of Stale pursuant to Section 6^) of the Act, and cofues of siq' and all documents are routinely made available to other 
agencies, d^artments and Congress pursuant to Section 6(c) of the Act The Attorn^ General also tnjismits a semi-annual rqjort to Congress on the 
Administration oftiie Act which lists the names of ail agents repslaed under Ibe Act and the foreign piiiiripals they represent This report is available to the 
public. Finally, the Attoeney General intends, at the earliest possible opportaiuty, to mdee these puUic doaunents available on the Internet on the Department of 
Justice World Wide Web site. 

Public Rqrotting Burden. Public reporting burden for this collection of iotoii^tioa is estimated to average .429 hours per response, including the time for 
reviewing instructions, seardting existing data sources, gathering and rnaintaimug the data needed, aiui completing and renewing the collection of mfotmation. 
Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aqiect of this ooHcction of infonnatioo, indudiog suggestions for reducing this burden to Chief, 
Registration Unit, Criminal Diwsion, U.S. Dqiarbnent of Justice, Wadtingloa DC 20530; and to the (fficc of Wotmation and Regulatory Affairs, Office of 
Management and Budget, Washii^on, DC 20503. 


1. Name 

Tirn Coii. 

2. Registration No. 

3301 

3. Residence Address(es) 

20 Bri+kn Road 

Ijrm Villa3ei WJ 6793'5' 

4. Busing Address(e$) 

Hi'i 0(14 Kticwlw Ihc- 
HkU liium-hin Al'fnlie 

Wew ><11^1?. Mi" 10617 

5. Date and Place of Birth ^BSH^ 

it/iliHG 

NationaliQ' 

6. If present citizenship was not acquired by birth, indicate 
when, and how acquired. 

Present Citizenship 




7. Occupation Enetuiive 

8. What is the name and address of the primary registranl? 

Name 

Hill 

Address {,00 WeW WIA/ 

VifflOliffl'i'iDn 1 DC 

9. Indicate your connection with the primary registrant; 

□ partner □ director 

officer D associate 

□ other fspeclfv) 

□ employee 

□ agent 

□ consultant 

0 subcontractor 





10. List every foreign principal to whom you will render services in support of the primary registrant. 


Saudi Ajafluco 


1 1. Describe separately and in detail all services which you will render lo the foreign piTncipai(s) listed in Item 10 either directly, 
or through the primary registrant listed in Item 8, and Aie date(s) of such services. ^ space is insufficient, a Ml insert page 
must be used.) . 1 1 • io 

pfoi/ide qdvite ctn\ assiskuce reMr4im ftwynumwiions mcldi-^ prcpora « 

nf rfimmuntcahiin plon ■ ^ 


Formerly OBD-66 


FORMCRM-i56 
JUNE 1998 
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12, Do any oftlie above described services include political activi^ as ddinai in Section l(o) of the Act andintlie footnote 
below? Yes □ 

If yes, describe separately and in detail such political 


13. The services described in Items 11 aid 12 are to be roideed on a 

□ full time basis O parttimebasis 


! special basis 


1 4 What compensation or thing of value have you roieived to date ot will you receive for the above services? , ■ 

g Saloi-y fnm filfatKl Kniwitii Inc- Mb cwnffnstrhei mmval tecTl/fnm -wreijn pnnciftl . 

□ Salary; Amounts per 


□ Commission at 


% of 


□ Salary: Not based solely on services rendered to the for^jiprincipal(s). 

□ Fee; Amounts O OtfaCT tiling of value 


15. During the period beginning 60 days prior to the date of your obliption to register to the time of filing this statement, did you 
make any contributionsofmoney or other things ofvaluefromyour own funds or possessions and on your own behalf in 
connection with any election to political office or in connection with any primary election, convention, or caucus held to select 
candidates for any political office? Yes □ 

If yes, furnish the following information; 

Amount of Name of Name of 

Date thing of value political or^nizaUon candidate 


EXECUTION 


In accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 1746, the undersigned swears or affinn(s) under penalty ofperjury that he/she has read the 
information set forth in this registration statement and that he/she is familiar with the contents thereof and that such contents are in 
their entirety true'and accurate to the best of his/her knowledge and belief. 



^le of signature) 


(Signature) 


FootnotEPoliScsl activity »s defined in Section l(o) of thB Act mtaiBanyicfinly whiei fits posonengasfig in believes wil,ot Oat the pason intends to. si uq' way influence any agency ot official of the Govemntent of 
the United States or any section of the pubiic within the liiited Slates *jtti reference to fomniatinRadaptog. or changbig (las domestic or foreign prficies of the United Slates orwithrefcnatoetothepolilicalintaest, 
policies, or rdations of a govoninatt of a foreign coiintty or a foreign poStiial pasty 
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U.S. Department of Justice ExhibitA ombnoiiomoos 

Washington, DC 20530 To R^stration StatesoKiit 


Privacy Act Stat«nsnL Every registration statement, short form legistrafeai statemea^ aipfilomnlal statement, exfaibh, ameniiiienl, copy of infonnational 
maerials or other documeitt or information filed Wthlhe Attorney Generai ui^er tUs AA s a fniUk record open to public e xamin at i on, inspection and copying 
duringthopostedbusinesshoursoftheRegistfationUnitin Washington, D.C. One copyrfewiyaidi document, other than infonnational m a t e ri als, is 
automatically provided to the Secretary of State pursuant to Section 6(b) oftheAc^ and cqnesofany and all documents are routinely made available to other 
agencies, departments and Congress puisuant to Section 6(c) oftheAct Die AttameyGaiMalidso transmits a semi-annual r^ort to Congress on the 
Administration of the Act which lists the names ofall agents re^steredunderthe Act and fliefiaeign principals they represent. This report is avail^le to the 
public. Finally, the Attorney General inteids, at the earliest possible opportunity, to make these public documents available on the krtetnet on the Department of 
Justice World Wide Web site. 

ftibiic Reporting Burden. Public r^orting burden for this collection of inftni»ation is estimated to average .49 hours per re^onse, including thetone for 
rerviewing instructions, seatchir^ cidsting data sources, gathaing and maintaining the data needed, uid completing and reviewing the collectioiii^infonnatioa 
Send comiuenls regaring this burden estimate or any other aspcci rrffcis colleclioa <^ififbRiiati.on. including suggestions for reducing this burdenljo Chief 
Re^stration Unit, Criminal Division, U.S, Department of Justice, WaAington. DC 20530; and to the (Mk* of Infoimation and Regulatory Af&irs, Office of 
Management and Budget, Washington, DC 20503. 


Furnish this exhibit /dr EACH foreign principal listed in an initial statement 
and for EACH additionalfamgn prineqtai acquired subsequently. 


1. Name and address of registrant , 

l-iill and Knwlhn IMC- 
UDbtim Havnip5mi'% hu 
. VC 9.00V 

2. Registration No. 

330I 

3 — 

3. Name of foreign principal 

Saudi Amwco 

4. Principal address of foreign principal 

Saudiu fekqM ffll ftmp^ay 
p.O.Gox «00 ' / 

Phdltran .Saudi 


5 . ladicate whether your foreign principal is one of Uie following: 


O Foreign government 

□ Foreign political party 

y^pnr aig n or domestic o^ani 2 ation: If cither, check one of die following: 

□ Partnership Q Committee 

^Corporation □ Voluntaiy group 

□ Association □ Other 

□ Individual-State nationality 


6. If the foreign principal is a foreign government, slate: 

a) Branch or agency represented by the registrant. [i\f\ 

b) Nameanddtleofofficialwithwhomregistrantdeals. 

7. If the foreign principal is a forei^ political party, state: 

a) Principal address. 


b) Name and title of official with whom re^^ant deals. 


wIa 


c) Principal aim 


Formerly OBD-67 


Fomi CRM-1S7 
JUNE 1998 
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S, fftheforcignpdndpaiisnolaforei^gownimeaK^aftiregnpditicalpffl^, 

a) Statethenal'ureofthebusinessorac?ivi1y<rfQiisf<H:eigaprincipal i , i / , I ai 1 /li/i/l 

Nctofll p mfh4m MfWH+ anJ 
fern turn (M^uk wwwe 

b) Is this foreigi pnitcipal * 

Supervised by a foreign govenaaent, fon%j poHit^ party, ot ote- 5sei^ principal Yes □ No O 

Owned by a foreign govemiaent forei^ poUdcjl party, cff dher foreign principal ‘ Yes^ No O 

Directed by a foreign government, fisei^ ptrfkicai paty. <nr othK- fora^. principal Yes O No O 

Controlled by a foreign gowrnnietit, fore^ politick jwrty, (s ofta- gxeipi principal Yes O No D 

Financed by a foreigi government, pc^iJical p^', cr other fordga ptirmpal Yes □ No □ 

Subffldizedmpa.nbyafora^govemmMit,SMei^poi«icalparty,orQtberforcignprincipaI YcsD NoO 


9. Explain folly aJi items answered ’Yes’ in Item 8(b). (If additional space is needed, a full insert page must be used.) 

?,oJi)A\ Afawo is iVie wilibmi oij forujlany W ^ 

Soiicii kutixU' 


10. If the foreign pr^ipal is an organization and is not owned or controlled by a foreign gavemment, foreign political party or 
other foreign pri^pai, state who owns and controls it. 

nIa 


Date of Exhibit A 


Name and Title , , 

l^d.l '^ICiUfJ 

I 'p I a 4 


j Signature 



1663 


U.S. Department of Justice ExharitB on® no uqs-wot 

Washington, DC 20530 To R^stratlon Statement 

Puraram to fite FtffdgB Agsms Registmtion Act of 1 938, an iunended 


INSTRUCTIONS: A tegisKanl must furnish as an Exhibit B copies of each mitten agreesnent and the ternts and conditions of each oral ageement with his foreign 
priacipd. indudisg ail modifications of such a^emeais, or, where ao ermtna tseOi, s &!f stotonent of fee dtomnssnees by reason of which fee i^isirant is 
acting as an agent of afotet^ prfecipaL One original and two iegiblepbotocopiR ttf^sfenn sh^ be filed for ea^ foreign prmcipal na.’ned in fee tegishtfeem 


'm stattfiKot, s^tplemental staietneni, exhibit, amendment, copy of htformational 
:d under ^ Act is a public record open to public examination, inspection and copying 
IXC. 08ea^dfevs(yri:didocument,ofe«^th^inibnn3fionaIin^£nais, is 
idb) otOie Act, and cepiesof any and all documents are routinely made available to other 
^c) of the Act The Attmsy Gerto^ also trannnits a semi-»mia! report to Cm^ess on fee 
jents regiRered und« dis Act and fee foreign principals they represent This report is available to the 
public. Finally, fee Attorney Cenetd intends, at the earliest possifie opportunity, tt make these public docunertts avaflafate on the Interne^ on the Dqiamnenl of 
Justice World Wide %'cb site. *"1 



Ihiblic Reporting Barden. Public reptsrlujg berdsn for this coUKfeon of iofennali«t iscstitoaled to average . J3 hears pa response, iiKhiding fee time for 
reviewing instructions, searching existing dau sources, gaihuingand mainlaining fee data tteeded, and completing and reviewing the coiteciion of infoimation. 
Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect irffeis coiteciion of mfbnn£ltois.induding suggestions for leducing this burden to Chief, 
Rt^isaation Unit, Criming Division. U.S. Dqjaruuent of Jus{ii%,W^>ing((m, iXT 21530; and (o ^Office of Intbimation and RegulamryA:^iis. Office of 
Management and Budget, Wafeington, DC 20503. 


]. Name of Registrant 

2. Registration No. 

rtiil and Inc- 


liOO Mm Ha.wsliiiij, !M U/J 

o 36 ! 

WM.wihOHfi, O', 3m31 



3. Name of Foreign Principal 


3au.<i'i harrico 


Ch«:k Appropriate Boxes: 

4, 0 The a^eineniheDvcen the registoit and the above-named foreign principal is a formal ’witten contract. !f this box is 
checked, attach a copy of the contract to this exhibit. 


5. □ There Is no forma! written contract between the t^istrant and the foreign principal The agreement wift the above-named 
fbreigi princ^al has resulted from an exchange of correspondence. If this box is chewed, attach a copy of all pertinent 
correspondence, includii^ a copy ofany initial proposal which has been adopted by reference in such correspondence, 


6^ The agreement or understanding between the registrant and the foreign principal is the result of neither a formal written 
contract nor an exchange of correspondence between the parties. If this box is checked, give a complete description below of the 
terras and conditions of the oral agrrement or undeiwanding, its duration, fees and expenses. If any , to be received. 

HiilM Knitolltn wll Am H 

mmkn of a fW. Ml M nwfw i*'m W fm bi w ^ s 

sWootniowij fikftr 

7. C^scribe felly the n«urc and mediod of performance of the above indicated agreement or undeTstsmding, * w 

Obd ossisknce COMnumCiiliwr 

ftCIOifothw ol 4 CWmomOa'h'niS' fkll- 


Formerly OBD-<i5 


FwinCRM-!55 
• JUMEt59S 
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8. Describe fully the activities the registrant engages in or proposes to engage in on behalf of the above foreign prmcipal. 

Seeikm 


9. Will the activities on behalfofthe above foreign principal include politick activities as defined in Section I(o;ofthe Actand in 
the footnote below? Yes O No^ 

if yes, describe all such political activities indicatE^ among ofter things, the relations, interests or policies to be influenced 
together wi^ die means to be employed to achieve ftis purpose. 


Date of Exhibit B 


Name and Title, 
'The. 



FiMaiMf;fetiiic«laai«Cy»«iiefii»iinSi!Clioii lio)of*r penoIi«ssi^wbd«<TO>^ arUwtteposoii v<«v«flu=ne* tWncyaraBKidoflSi.GoveriiiMacf 

U» yra«d Salto Cl Hiy Ksbm of «= piKK Iht Urhrt Si»ie« «di :<famce tofcciakaSsg. kJ^uoS. or <iwiswj «a*9!iws« <K {irtiyi paBcio of Uk OftM Stiws « 

pfi&oto. o'rcIakOnsof4i)lov«iiV!mt cfitort^ cogstry or a foreigR {MfUtod pany 
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Mr. Burton. I want to make one more thing clear. That is Sen- 
ator Lincoln is the one that is working with me in the Senate on 
this issue, on the Saudi issue and not Representative Stabenow. I 
am working with her on something else. So I had that backward. 
But Senator Lincoln, make no mistake about it, she is determined 
on this issue as well. 

Ms. McClain, Ms. Roush, thanks again for coming up here. I 
know it is a tough thing for you to keep coming up. But we really 
appreciate it. We won’t quit. 

Thank you very much. I have some questions I would like to sub- 
mit for the record for you. If you take a look at those, we would 
appreciate it if you’d answer them. 

Ms. Mahoney, you are a great barrister, but I am disappointed 
that you are going to be one of the roadblocks if we move to a con- 
tempt citation if we don’t get these documents, because I know it 
will tie this up for a long time, and I think those documents are 
very relevant to getting these kids back. It troubles me. But I know 
that you gave got to do your job. 

With that, we stand adjourned. 

[Whereupon, at 12:50 p.m., the committee was adjourned.] 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Elijah E. Cummings and addi- 
tional information submitted for the hearing record follows:] 
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Statement of Congressman Elijah E. Cummings 
Committee on Government Reform Hearing 
“The Saudi Claim of Privilege: Must Saudi Lobbyists Comply with Subpoenas in 
the Committee’s Investigation of Child Abduction Cases? -- Day 11” 

December 1 1 , 2002 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman, 

The House Government Reform Committee has held several hearings to 
look into the recurring problem of the abduction of American children to Saudi 
Arabia. These children, because of Saudi law, are not free to leave Saudi Arabia 
despite being U.S. citizens and having a custody order from an American court 
giving their non-Saudi parent custody. 

Most custody cases in Saudi Arabia are handled by Islamic law, where the 
father retains legal custody. According to the State Department, there are 47 
cases, in which, more than 90 U.S. citizens are being held in Saudi Arabia. 

We meet today to examine the legal arguments the Saudi government has 
put forward as grounds for directing its representatives not to comply with a 
congressional subpoena. 

After the October 3 hearing. Chairman Burton issued document subpoenas 
to Qorv'is Communications, Patton Boggs, and The Gallagher Group, the three 
principal films representing Saudi Arabia and the country’s interest regarding the 
abduction issue. The subpoenas sought the firms’ documents regarding their 
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activities on the abduction cases. The three films have refused to comply with the 
subpoenas. The primary basis for their refusal to turn over the documents is an 
instruction by the Saudi ambassador to invoke his government’s privileges under 
the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations. They have claimed that their 
documents are “documents and archives” of the Saudi Embassy and that such 
documents in the hands of outside law and public relations firms are protected 
“documents of the mission” under the treaty, 

Mr. Chairman, 1 was very fmstrated after that October hearing. Mr. Michael 
Petruzzello, who is before us again today, could not or would not answer the 
questions put before him regarding the abduction cases. 1 hope it is not the case 
today and that all of the agents of the Saudi government testifying today will be 
more forthcoming. Last week we heard from Pat Roush and Margaret McClain 
who recounted their hardships in trying to secure the return of their children out 
of Saudi Arabia. I am happy to see them again today. 

Mr. Chairman, it is hard to say if parental child abduction is increasing or if 
the public simply has become more aware of the problem. I believe that shining 
the spotlight on parental abductions of American children to Saudi Arabia by this 
Committee will bring this issue to the forefront and persuade the State and Justice 
Departments to reevaluate their policies. 

Thank you. 
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STATEMENT OF MICHAFX PETRUZZELLO 
BEFORE THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON 
GOVERNMENT REFORM 

December 11, 2002 

MR. CHAIRMAN, REPRESENTATIVE WAXMAN, MEMBERS OF 
THE COMMITTEE. MY NAME IS MICHAEL PETRUZZELLO. I AM 
THE MANAGING PARTNER OF QORVIS COMMUNICATIONS, AN 
OUTSIDE COMMUNICATIONS FIRM FOR THE SAUDI EMBASSY IN 
WASHINGTON. I AM HERE TODAY IN RESPONSE TO THE 
COMMITTEE’S SUBPOENA. 

AS I EXPLAINED WHEN I TESTIFIED BEFORE THE 
COMMITTEE IN OCTOBER OF THIS YEAR, QORVIS 
COMMUNICATIONS WAS HIRED LATE LAST YEAR TO ASSIST THE 
SAUDI EMBASSY ON MEDIA AND COMMUNICATIONS MATTERS IN 
THE UNITED STATES. THE VAST MAJORITY OF OUR 
COMMUNICATIONS WORK IS RELATED TO THE WAR ON 
TERRORISM AND BI-LATERAL US-SAUDI RELATIONS. WE DO NOT 
SET POLICY OR IMPLEMENT POLICY. 

I UNDERSTAND THAT I AM BEING ASKED TO TESTIFY TODAY 
REGARDING QORVIS’ RESPONSE TO THE COMMITTEE’S 
DOCUMENT SUBPOENA AND THE VIENNA CONVENTION. I AM NOT 
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AN ATTORNEY. I AM NOT THE PERSON AT QORVIS WHO IS 
RESPONSIBLE FOR SUBPOENA COMPLIANCE. IN ADDITION, I AM 
NOT AN EXPERT ON THE VIENNA CONVENTION. 

AS I UNDERSTAND IT, COUNSEL HAS ADVISED THE 
COMMITTEE THAT THE ROYAL EMBASSY OF SAUDI ARABIA HAS 
ASSERTED THAT THE DOCUMENTS ARE PROTECTED BY THE 
VIENNA CONVENTION AS WELL AS OTHER LEGAL PRIVILEGES. 
PENDING A RESOLUTION OF THESE LEGAL ISSUES BETWEEN THE 
EMBASSY AND THE COMMITTEE, QORVIS CANNOT PRODUCE THE 
DOCUMENTS. I DO NOT BELIEVE I CAN ADD ANYTHING TO THE 
COMMITTEE’S CONSIDERATION OF THESE LEGAL ISSUES. 

FURTHERMORE, AS THE COMMITTEE IS AWARE, I HAVE 
ALREADY TESTIFIED AT GREAT LENGTH REGARDING THE 
UNDERLYING CHILD ABDUCTION ISSUE. 

BEFORE CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO RESPOND TO THE 
ACCUSATION THAT I ACTED IMPROPERLY BY NOT APPEARING AT 
THE HEARING LAST WEEK. NOTHING COULD BE FURTHER FROM 
THE TRUTH. I WORKED ALL DAY TUESDAY AND THEN TRIED TO 
PREPARE FOR THE HEARING IN THE EVENT I WAS CALLED. I DID 
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NOT EVADE SERVICE. I WAS HOME TUESDAY NIGHT AND 
WEDNESDAY MORNING. 

I WILL ANSWER WHATEVER QUESTIONS I CAN. 
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Decennber 11, 2002 


GOVSRNMBNT RIFOHM C0KSSITT2E STATEMENT 


Thank you for prorviding the Department of State the 
opportunity to appear before the Committee today. I am 
Will Taft, Legal Adviser. I am accompanied today by Dianne 
Andruch, Deputy Assistant Secretary in the Consular Affairs 
Bureau. I am submitting this written statement for the 
record. Ms. Andruch will be available to answer questions 
concerning consular affairs matters - 

The Committee's investigation of child abductions to 
Saudi Arabia has focused public attention on an important 
issue in our bilateral relationship with Saudi Arabia. 

A© Department officials testified in June and October 
of this year, we are committed to the objectives that 
American children abducted to or wrongfully retained in 
Saudi Arabia be returned to the United State.©, and that 
American women be free to depart Saudi Arabia without 
permission from thteir husbands or sponsors. President Bush 
discussed the issuie with Saudi Ambassador Bandar Bin Sultan 
on August 8 at Crawford. Secretary Powell raised the 
matter a number of times with his Saudi counterpart over 
the summer, during the UN General Assembly on September 17, 
and again on Noveirfcer 1 . 

Your attention to these cases and your visit to Saudi 
Arabia have been very useful in underscoring to the 
Government of Saudi Arabia the importance the Congress and 
the American people attach to resolution of these cases and 
to the treatment that United States citizens receive 
abroad. Your involvement has buttressed our own efforts 
to encourage the Government of Saudi Arabia to work with us 
towards an arrangement to- help resolve these cases in a 
more rapid and fairer manner than in the past. 

We understand that the Committee's concern about child 
abductions by Saudi parents has led it to issue subpoenas 
to three private firms that work under contract with the 
Embassy of Saudi Arabia. We also understand that the 
Embassy has taken the position through its counsel that, 
among other things, the information and documents 
constitute embassy "archives" and "correspondence" which is 
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accordingly protected from disclosure by the Vienna 
Convention on Diplomatic Relations. 

We further understand that the Committee has rejected 
the Saudi government's position, arguing that none of the 
subpoenaed documents are protected by the Vienna Convention 
and that testimony by representatives of the subpoenaed 
firms is not privileged. 

The Department has explained, by letters to you of 
November 22 and 29 and December 4, that your request raised 
novel and complex questions that concern both domestic and 
international law. in your letter to Secretary Powell of 
November 18, 2002, you requested that by November 25, the 
Department provide the Committee with responses to four 
questions regarding the Saudi claim that the documents are 
privileged. Specifically, your letter asked whether the 
records sought by the Committee are “archives and documents 
of the mission" protected by the Vienna Convention on 
Diplomatic Relations. You also posed hypothetical 
situations and asked, if the Saudi position in this matter 
were correct, whether the records of consultants would be 
protected from disclosure in those situations. Finally, 
you asked about the relationship of the Vienna Convention 
to the Foreign Agents Registration Act. 

These are issues of first impression. To our 
knowledge, your subpoenas constitute the first time a 
legislature in any country has attempted to compel the 
production of records from a contractor for an embassy in 
that country. How we answer your questions has 
implications for our law enforcement activities, our 
diplomatic practices, and Congressional oversight. The 
issues also could be relevant to future litigation. We 
continue to review these issues precisely because the 
national interests are so important and we want and need to 
get the answers right . 

The Administration has taken no position on the merits 
of this dispute between the Committee and the Embassy. Nor 
am I am here to provide an opinion on which side has the 
better argument. I am here out of great respect for the 
work of the Committee to help the Congress understand some 
of Che questions that the Executive Branch is exploring as 
it analyzes the Vienna Convention in response to your 
questions . 
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The State Department believes strongly In the need for 
proper and effective law enforcement in the United States. 

We do not expect the Vienna Convention to protect U.S. 
citizens who are not attached to a foreign mission and are 
recruited here by foreign miaBions to perform illegal 
activities such as espionage or terrorism. We also 
understand the need of the Congress and its committees to 
exercise its legislative duties. Let me assure you, Mr. 
Chairman, we support that role. 

In analyzing the Convention's proper interpretation, 
we must also weigh the legitimate interests of the United 
States overseas. We too rely heavily on the protections of 
the Vienna Convention. As the Committee knows, the 
Convention protects our embassies from intrusion, our 
diplomats from arrest, and our communications and archives 
from interference. Our diplomats and embassies are on the 
front lines in the fight against global terrorism. As we 
analyze the precise questions the Committee has raised, we 
must remain cognizant of the overall importance of the 
Convention to U.S. interests. U.S. agencies must therefore 
consider whether lack of protection under the Convention of 
all documents and information such as are sought by the 
Committee here would adversely affect our ability to carry 
out our responsibilities overseas. 

Let me give you some concrete examples . The State 
Department uses local nationals and personnel to fill soma 
positions in our embassies. Unlike U.S. citizen eirployees 
sent overseas by the Department, local nationals do not 
generally have immunity from compulsory process, so they 
must appear in a court or elsewhere if they receive a 
subpoena, our research to date indicates that, in a number 
of instances, the Department has in fact asserted that the 
official information in the possession of a local national 
working in the embassy is "archival" under the Vienna 
Convention and thus inviolable. Our experience has been 
that when the local national appears and declines to answer 
questions about official activities, the issue is not 
pursued in that way. If countries take the view that these 
local personnel Working with the U.S. Government could be 
compelled to release information otherwise protected as 
Embassy archives, we would object strongly. And we believe 
Congress would expect us to do so. 

Some of the same concerns extend to situations where 
we are relying on outside contracting. For example, the 
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Department uses otiteide contractors for embassy 
construction. In such situations, cleared U.S, contractors 
and personnel build our embassies in sensitive posts 
working with information we provide them. To the best of 
our knowledge, up to the present, there has never been a 
situation in which foreign authorities have pressed one of 
these contractors to produce such information. If that 
were to happen, we would work vigorously in an attempt to 
protect the information. Vie would look seriously at 
asserting a claim of privilege, or inviolability, under the 
Vienna Convention.] We would also consider other possible 
privileges and protections, such as state secrets, that 
might apply to these and other situations. 

Examples such as these highlight why we are proceeding 
carefully in developing our conclusions. 

On those race occasions when U.S. Embassy 
representatives have been asked to appear before foreign 
legislatures, we hpve declined to do so on grounds of 
immunity under the Vienna Convention. On the same basis, 
U.S. embassies do not, as a matter of general practice, 
provide formal documentary submissions to foreign 
legislatures- The more information we require from 
embassies and their contractors, the more difficult it will 
clearly be for the United States to avoid reciprocal 
requests overseas. 

It is in the context of these practices and functions 
of the United States Government that we analyse the Vienna 
Convention issues presented by the Committee's requests. 

Our starting point, shared we understand by the Committee 
and the Saudi government, is that embassy information and 
documentation in the embassy is inviolable and immune from 
process and s.lmllarly information in the hands of 
accredited diplomats and other embassy personnel is 
protected. Under Article 24 of the Convention, embassy 
archives are immune "wherever they may be" and "at any 
time." Under Article 27, embassy correspondence is 
"inviolable" and the state in which the embassy is located 
has an obligation to respect these rights and to protect 
free communication of the embassy. In this respect the 
Vienna Convention binds the entire U.S. government, not 
just the executive i branch. 

The issue the ' Committee posed, as we understand it, is 
whether these materials retain that immunity under the 
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Convention when they are given to, or relied upon by, third 
parties. As I have noted, this is a novel and complex 
question. In contemplating the reach of the Convention, we 
would need to consider a number of issues, including among 
others: what may constitute "archives" (an undefined term 
in the treaty) , exactly what documents and other 
information may be encompassed in a demand for production, 
and the relationship of the person who holds the 
inforiTiatioji to the embassy. 

One of the diffioulties in resolving the reach of the 
Vienna Convention in this context is that it has rarely 
been tested by courts here or abroad. There Is little 
reported practice. So the mere fact that archives have 
passed to a third party does not resolve the issue . 

In the one significant case Professor Denza has cited 
to the Committee, the United Kingdom's House of Lords 
decision in Shearson, Lehman Brothers, Inc, v. Maclaine 
Watson & Co., Ltd. , Lord Bridge concluded that certain 
documents passed to third parties by the International Tin 
Council had lost their archival inviolability in the 
specific circumstances of that case. However, Lord Bridge 
conditioned his decision on "the absence of any 
relationship of lender and borrower, bailor and bailee or 
principal and agent." Thus, as a technical legal matter, 
and as Professor Denza noted, the decision would not appear 
to reach the situation in which documents or information 
are given to an agent, contractor or attorney. 

You have also expressed concern that a foreign embassy 
might employ a U.S. citizen to harass and Intimidate U.S. 
parents or to assist in terrorist funding. On that basis, 
you have asked if the interpretation given the Vienna 
Convention by the Saudis would protect those activities. 

We would vigorously oppose such activities by foreign 
embassies. If situations such as these did arise, we would 
expect to draw upon a variety of tools and work closely 
with the Justice Department to address them. 

Pinally, you have asked about the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act. That statute is administered by the 
Department of Justice, not the State Department. We are 

not, therefore, in a position to respond to your question. 
We note only that we are not aware of the issue of "embassy 
archives" previously arising in this context - making this 
again a novel question, what that suggests to me, Mr. 
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Chairman, is that as a practical matter, the Department of 
Justice has implemented the Foreign Agents Registration Act 
in a way that has not caused concerns among foreign 
governments that their rights under the Vienna Convention 
are being violated. 

We appreciate the opportunity to bring these points to 
the Committee's attention. At this point, we are not in a 
position to present definitive legal views. The national 
interests involved are too important for us to give you 
answers that have not been carefully considered and 
reviewed by all interested agencies. 
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